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Ms. MARTIN.  Good afternoon.  I’m Cynthia Martin with Congressman John Conyers office and we are going to begin.  Several members will be coming in and out, but there are several events happening at the same time.  We’re going to begin with Mr. Mark Feinstein [spelled phonetically], Assistant Administrator for Latin America for USAID.  Thank you.


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Good afternoon.  We on here?  How’s that?  Good?    OK, very good.  Okay, good afternoon.  I very much appreciate the invitation to be here today.  I know that folks are anxious about the snow and they want to get out, particularly those of you who live in the suburbs.  Fortunately, I grew up in New York and I tend to speak pretty quickly, so we’ll be able to get out here soon.  No, actually, I have a flight to catch myself, so I’ll be done.  I’m delighted to be here.  I’ll have about an hour with you.

I’m accompanied by Belinda Bernard from our Haiti office at AID.  Belinda, many years ago, went to Haiti for what she thought would be a two-year stint and 22 years later, she was still there.  So she’s one of our leading Haiti experts in the agency and I’m delighted that she’s here, that she’s here with me.


I want to just open up with some brief remarks and then I’ll be happy to take your questions and comments.  But as assistant administrator for Latin America and Caribbean at AID, I’m responsible for about 20 countries, but my number one priority is Haiti.  I spend the bulk of my time on Haiti.  My senior deputy, Paul Weisenfeld [spelled phonetically], someone I imagine that many of you know, spends the majority of his time on Haiti.  We went through a period where we were having daily meetings with the Deputy Administrator Don Steinberg, and I communicate on an almost daily basis with AID Administrator, Dr. Raj Shah, on Haiti as well.  So there’s a top priority for us and a country we work on with great, with great urgency.

As many of you know, Haiti is at a real pivotal point as 2011 begins.  We will be getting a new government in place and we’re hopeful that the electoral impasse will have broken shortly.  We think that there’s evidence that the cholera situation is stabilizing and we’re very hopeful that that will be under control.  And then we also feel good about the groundwork that has been laid over the past 12 months, for longer term reconstruction.


Now, as USAID approaches the development challenge in Haiti, we are making every effort to do things differently and we’ve learned from the mistakes and our successes of the past.  And we all know that in the past there had been a tendency toward work around Haitian entities, to work around the Haitian Government, to work around Haitian NGOs, and that’s a process we want to change.  We understand that the key to long term sustainable development in Haiti requires working directly with Haitian entities and strengthening local capacity.


I want to talk a bit about our strategy going forward, but first take a couple of minutes to note some of what we’ve seen over the past 12 months and some of the achievements that we think have been made.  


First, in terms of rubble removal, it’s difficult to get statistics in terms of how much was produced and how much, in fact, has been cleaned up.  But for those of you who’ve had a chance to visit Haiti on more than one occasion in the past 12 months, you’ll see the great progress that’s been made there.  The main streets are unclogged, you know, neighborhoods are much cleaner than they were before.  But nevertheless, much more needs to be done.


In the area of shelter, we’ve gotten some encouraging numbers from the International Organization for Migration, which has been doing estimates of number of people living in IDP camps.  At one point, it was up to as high as 1.6 million.  The latest estimate now is 800,000 people living in camps.  That’s clearly too many.  We need to make every effort to get them out and into homes.  But it’s an encouraging trend, nevertheless.


We’re also very encouraged by some of the gains in the health sector.  I’m not sure how widely known it is, but more Haitians have access to clean water today, than before the earthquake and that helps to explain, in part, why we’ve been able to get the cholera crisis under control and why the IDP camps have barely been touched by the cholera.  You’ll recall, when the cholera epidemic first began, that was a great fear, given the conditions people were living in in the very tight quarters in IDP camps.  But because of the access to clean water that people have, because of health care that they have, in the camps, the cholera so far has barely impacted there.


We also like to measure our success by what doesn’t happen and you recall that in the first days and weeks after the earthquake, there was great concern about malaria, diphtheria, polio.  But USAID, together with other donors, managed to immunize one million Haitians and we handed out 800,000 mosquito nets.  And as a result in those diseases -- we have not seen any evidence of those diseases, at all.  And based on some of the surveys that we’ve seen, the majority of the Haitians actually report that their health care is better today than it was before the earthquake.


Now we recognize that long term development is, of course, going to depend on job creation, and we’re making that a high priority.  And we’ve made a great effort to collaborate with a number of private sector companies.  You may have seen the announcement the last couple weeks, with regard to the Northern Industrial Park which is a collaborative effort with the Inter-American Development Bank, the U.S. Government, and a South Korean garment company; and we’re hopeful that will provide up to 20,000 jobs and looking for other tenants there as well.  We’re working with the Coca-Cola Company to strengthen the mango juice industry and again we expect that will create thousands of jobs.  


And we’re looking for other more, effective, innovative ways to promote the economy.  You may have seen an announcement we’ve been working with the Gates Foundation and we provided a grant to Digicel to provide for mobile banking services.  As you know, most Haitians do not have access to financial services, but 40 percent do own a cell phone.  And with the mobile banking, they’ll have an opportunity to conduct financial transactions, to save, to receive remittances from overseas.  You may have seen our op ed piece by Nicholas Kristof in The New York Times a few weeks ago.  And he noted that he was able to conduct financial transactions in a way in Haiti that he couldn’t do in the streets of New York or in Washington.


I’ll be heading, actually, to Davos today, in large part, to work on the issue of Haiti.  The last conference in Davos took place shortly after the earthquake and a working group was established to promote private sector investment in Haiti and we’ll be following up there and looking forward to engaging with companies and discussing opportunities that might exist in Haiti.


In terms of the challenges going ahead, you know, clearly rubble removal has to be at the top.  I know that we’ve -- a lot has been removed, much more needs to be done.  We are the primary donor working in that area.  We recently awarded a contract to a company, CHF, we’ve worked very closely with that will bring in heavy equipment.  And the work continues to remove rubble hand-by-hand as well.  You know, certain neighborhoods, it’s just not possible to get heavy equipment into.


In the area of housing, we’re looking at a range of solutions.  We’ve constructed what are called T-Shelters.  These are transitional or temporary shelters.  We’ve also financed a study that was done by PADF, Pan American Development Foundation, to assess the 400,000 homes that were believed to have been damaged in the earthquake.  Half of those were designated as green, meaning that they were safe to return and some people have been returning.  And about a quarter of them are, were, designated as yellow and we’re putting in effort and other donors are as well to repair those homes.  They can be done fairly cheaply and fairly quickly.  


And then beyond returning people to their original homes, there are also plans in place to develop new settlements.  And the goal here, as you know, is to build Haiti back better than it was before and to provide communities with full services: schools and hospitals and water and other services.


In terms of the cholera crisis, which I noted is stabilizing somewhat, you know, to date there have been about 200,000 cases of cholera and about 4,000 people have been -- have died.  But we do believe that it’s stabilizing somewhat.  The fatality rate has come down dramatically.  When the epidemic first broke it was at 10 percent.  It’s now down to two percent national and in Port-au-Prince, it’s under one percent.  We’re also seeing that a lot of the cholera treatment centers that had been at full capacity just a few weeks ago are essentially empty now, and they’re being moved to more remote areas, where people may not have had access to care. 


But in terms of the cholera, our response has been four-fold, or involved four principal activities.  One has been the provision of clean water, both in terms of chlorinating municipal water systems, but also providing aqua taps so people can use it at point-of-use.  Second, we’ve done an awful lot in the area of heath education, if you will, hygiene education, through SMS messages and radio and there’s evidence that people are changing their habits and the messages are getting through.  And then for those who do get sick, we provided the oral rehydration solutions and then those who need greater care; we’ve set up these what’s called these CTCs, cholera treatment centers, around the country.


Looking ahead at our longer term reconstruction strategy, and I want to underscore long term, we all know the condition that Haiti was in at the time of the earthquake and you can’t reconstruct a country, given the devastation it suffered in a year or even 18 months.  It’ll take a long time, despite the progress that’s been made.  But we’re focusing in four areas.  


The first area is agriculture.  And what we’re trying to do there is move away from the provision of food aid, and when we still are providing food aid, it will be on a targeted basis.  But the real goal there is to increase production of products in Haiti.  And we’re working with producers throughout the entire value chain.  So helping them increase production, you know, through irrigation and better seeds, but also working throughout the entire value chain.  So, we’re helping with transportation issues, with storage issues, helping access to international markets and domestic markets.


The second areas I talked about is the infrastructure involving housing and rubble removal.  Health care, which has traditionally been our largest area -- we are the major donor in the health care area -- and there’s a range of activities we’ll be doing there, in terms of the provision of care, building of facilities.  But the key there is going to be strengthening the ministry of health, so they can have the capacity to manage their own health care system.

And then, finally, in the area of governance, we’ve had programs we’ll continue to strengthen institutions like the parliament, municipal governance, electoral bodies, and such.  


But one thing I want to underscore, that throughout the entire process, as I noted in the beginning, the effort here is going to be to increase local capacity.  And our goal, basically, is to ultimately create the conditions whereby the role of USAID and other international aid agencies will no longer be necessary.  We’re trying to put ourselves out of business, not only in Haiti, but around the world.  And the only way to do that is to strengthen local capacity.  And that means working with the Haitian government, it means working with Haitian NGOs, working with Haitian private sector, and moving away from the system that AID has had often, which is to work with U.S. based contractors as sort of the middlemen, if you will.  And you may have seen a landmark speech that Dr. Shah, the head of AID gave last week.  And he talked about our development model overall and he stressed that we’ll be shifting very much toward the strengthening of local capacity.  


And we’ve been encouraged, to the extent to which the Haitians have been at the center of the development enterprise, over the past year.  The IHRC, the Interim Haiti Reconstruction Commission, is co-directed by the Haitian Prime Minister, the executive director is a Haitian.  They’ve been taking the lead, in terms of approving the projects and designing the development strategy and we intend to continue with this model.


So that’s just a few intrepid comments.  I very much look forward to getting your questions and comments and learning from all of you.  I know there are a lot of people here with many years of experience.  I’m not sure if any of you can compete with Belinda and her experience.  Thanks.


MALE SPEAKER.  Great.  Let’s open up the floor.  Anybody -- oh, Cynthia Martin.


Ms. MARTIN.  What are some of the barriers to building Haiti’s ability to support their food globally?  To build the capacity for their own food [inaudible]?


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Sure.  Well, as you know, I mean, Haiti has suffered from environmental degradation for years.  And, obviously, if you fly over Hispaniola, and you’d see the difference between Haiti and the Dominican Republic.  So, that’s been one challenge.  And there was a time, in fact, when Haiti was largely self-sufficient in the production of food and that was lost.  And if I’m not mistaken, I think it imports about 20 percent of its food, right?


Ms. BERNARD.  Twenty three percent of its overall imports are food imports


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Go ahead.


FEMALE SPEAKER.  Can you use the mic please?


Ms. BERNARD.  Yes, I’m sorry.  Twenty three percent of their overall imports are food imports and I think that they import more than 50 percent of their [unintelligible].


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  But one thing that has helped an awful lot, are the trade benefits that the United States has provided to Haiti and it’s important for those to continue.  That’s helped, not only in their cultural center, but beyond as well.  That’s one of the reasons, in fact, that the Northern Industrial Park was an attractive investment for the South Korean firm, and we imagined other firms would find it attractive as well.


Ms. MARTIN.  I’m sorry; I have a follow up question.


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Sure.  Sure.


Ms. MARTIN.  So primarily -- primarily, you stated, it was the environmental degradation of the country?  But there appears to be more than that.  It appears as though the U.S. could do more, in terms of, especially, how we spend our dollars and how we purchase food that we purchase.  We locally source the food and I’m really interested in, from USAID’s perspective, what is the barrier to keep, to prevent people in Haiti from being able to grow and raise their food that we buy from them, instead of buying it from somewhere else and shipping it over there.


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Right.  Let me start off on the Food Aid piece and then I’ll defer to Belinda.  Initially after the earthquake there, we sent in a tremendous amount of food, obviously.  It was a crisis situation.  At one point we were feeding up to, I think, 3.5 million people a day.  And then, over time, we did that on a much more targeted basis and so as not to disrupt the Haitian food market, we started to provide cash vouchers to people, so they could be able to buy food on a local market.  And now we’re making this transition to focus on production, not just production but the entire value chain, to help Haitians to reach their national markets, to understand the pricing and marketing that goes into that.  Maybe Belinda wants to add a little bit.


Ms. BERNARD.  We are also looking into pilot programs, to begin to buy some of our food aid from Haiti itself.  But when you’re in a situation where the country, unfortunately, as you say, does not begin to produce enough food for itself, we have to be careful not to place ourselves where we’re competing in the market for the product that does come from the Haitian farms.  So, to some extent, the problem is not a lack of demand.  If the problem were a lack of demand, our coming in and buying would stimulate the market and help it to grow.  I think that the problem in Haiti is one of -- as you correctly identified is lack of production which is linked, as Mark said, very closely to the environmental degradation.  


Now, Haiti has less than one percent of forest cover.  Because of that, not only are there flash floods and flooding when there are heavy storms, but also the soil has been washed away, that’s eroded, the yields have declined and so forth.  So we’re looking at addressing that, addressing the erosion problems in the hills by trying to do some watershed management, so that the soil that’s left in the productive planes isn’t washed away.  


But then also looking toward things like farm to market roads.  A large percentage of the production of Haitian food is lost between the farm and the population centers so addressing that will help people to reduce their spoilage.  Looking at ways to help farmers use more modern, but yet appropriate, farming technologies so that they can increase their yields and also their productivity, their yield per man or woman hour of work, so that it’s worthwhile for people to stay on the farms.  What we’ve seen over the last several years is a huge migration of Haitians from the countryside into the cities, in part because they just are not able to make enough in farming for that to be an interesting occupation for some of the younger people.  


So there are many things to address and we’re hoping that we’re doing sort of an integrated approach to doing it.


MALE SPEAKER.  Okay great.  So we’re going to open up the floor at this point.  First question, Burt Wides. 


Mr. WIDES.  I am just representing myself but through the decade ’90s, I did represent the Constitutional government of Haiti in Washington.  And I just want to say that those of us who care about Haiti are really grateful to what tremendous work AID has done there in the ’90s and in the last decade.  They’ve done a tremendous amount, especially since all the natural disasters, and we’re grateful for that.


But my impression was that one of the reasons a lot of the farmers left, in addition to ecological problems, was that when the U.S. led the international community in insisting on structural adjustments in Haiti, before President Clinton acknowledged later that in countries as poor as Haiti, it was a disastrous impact.  The forced changes in Haiti’s regulations on food imports, particularly with regard to rights, and the tremendous volume of U.S. food imports coming in, devastated the Haitian agricultural community and played a major role, in addition to the ecology, in people leaving the farms and coming to the cities.  So my question is, because having followed it, has anything happened in the last 10 years to change that, to make it so that Haitian farmers won’t be overwhelmed by American food imports?


Ms. BERNARD.  I don’t have studies about this, but it’s certainly been something that’s been of concern.  I don’t have the statistics with me.  But one thing I have noticed, in my years in Haiti, is that the Haitian rice farmers were not able, I think, to produce enough to meet the local demand, especially with the population growing as much as it has.  


And if I’m not mistaken, in the local market, the Haitian rice is sold at a premium, over what they call Miami rice; although the rice that’s imported now is not necessarily from the States, it’s imported worldwide.  So again, I think that, at the time, it may well have been that there was an impact on the incentive to produce, by having the imports coming in.  But, I think where we are now; certainly the Haitian farmers would be able to sell all of their product locally, if they could produce more.



Mr. WIDES.  Do you know if there’s been any change in the rules allowing Haiti to have the kind of flexibility that we have, for example, in protecting our sugar farmers by restricting imported sugars?


Ms. BERNARD.  Not that I’m aware of.


MALE SPEAKER.  Okay.  Keenan Keller [spelled phonetically].


Mr. KELLER.  Can you discuss the [inaudible], one, coordination efforts with the Haitian government on the redevelopment efforts because there are a whole series of issues that have come up over time around planning for resettlements, on standards for reconstruction, there are a whole range of issues that impact that.  


And then, can you also address the issue of internal security.  That’s one of the issues that I’ve been working on for a while.  And prior to the earthquake, the Haitian National Police made great strides in terms of professionalization but, given, again, the aftermath of the disaster, it could be that the Haitians are under a great deal of pressure.  And I was wondering if you could give us a report on where they are right now.


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Sure.  I’ll start on the second issue.  As you noted, before the earthquake, the Haitian National Police had, in fact, made great strides and there were serious gains made in the security climate and that was one of the reasons, in fact, that foreign investors had started to return to Haiti before the earthquake, because it was much more secure.  And I’ve seen -- I’ve done polling, before I entered government, and we saw the level of confidence that Haitians had in their police.  


One thing that has surprised and pleased us is that in spite of the challenges that have arisen -- security challenges that arose as a result of the earthquake and the extent to which the force has been decimated, they just lost a lot of people; the security gains have largely been preserved.  Now, to be sure, they’re getting a lot of support from MINUSTAH as well, but I think we’re encouraged by the professionalism and the evolution.  There are still ways to go and there are various U.S. agencies working with the Haitian National Police.  But I think we’re encouraged in the direction they’re going.


In terms of the collaboration with the Haitian Government, this is a Haitian-led process and our Embassy and our AID mission is in daily contact with every ministry in Haiti.  And I should note that one of the more encouraging aspects over the past year has been that despite the decimation, really, of the Haitian government’s infrastructure -- of 29 ministry buildings, 28 were severely damaged, destroyed.  I’ve seen figures; up to 30 percent of the civil servants were killed.  But in spite of that, there are many areas where the Haitian government is performing quite admirably.  In the area of cholera, it’s actually the ministry of health that’s been taking the lead, supported by the international community.  As noted, the Haitian National Police has been able to, with the support of MINUSTAH, maintain security.  In advance of hurricane Tomas, it was a Haitian ministry, a Haitian government agency, that took the lead in the mitigation efforts that really saved many lives.


And then all of our efforts, to the extent possible, are coordinated through -- you know, looking ahead -- are coordinated through the IHRC which, as I noted, is co-directed, co-led by a Haitian -- Haitian Prime Minister, and the executive director is Haitian.  And this is -- I can’t underscore how important this is for us, for us to be able to change the model that we operate under with before, you know, that was clearly one of the failures of not only the United States, but other countries as well.  We worked -- and at times -- to understand the reasons -- we worked around Haitian entities, but you can’t create the conditions for long-term sustainable development, unless you create local capacity.  And there were tradeoffs, you know.  We probably have international partners that may be able to operate more quickly and more efficiently, because of the experience they have.  But I think we’re going to have to -- you know, things need to go and certain aspects of reconstructions may go slower as a result, but that’s a tradeoff I think we have to be willing to accept and really even to embrace, for the long-term development gains we’d have as a result.  Thank you.


MALE SPEAKER.  OK.  Great.  Go ahead, sir.


Mr. BURRELL [spelled phonetically].  Hi.  I’m James Burrell with Haiti [inaudible].  Obviously, we’re in the middle of another election, obviously.  But we were told that in 2006 Haiti held quite good elections and that was to the credit, not only of the Haitians, but I believe the U.S. Government and Congress.  And my question is what happened in the interim?  Where has policy gone wrong?  Where has management gone so wrong as to lead to the very confused and dangerous situation that we’re in now?  If Haiti was able to perform at that level in 2006 and we ourselves too, what happened?


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Right.  Well, I think I might add another factor to the reason that the 2006 election went so well.  [laughs] But they had a strong director, who happens to work for AID now.  These are very difficult conditions under which to hold an election.  And obviously we know the elections were delayed and the logistical difficulties were extraordinary.  I happened to be in the country on Election Day and it was not, you know, not a perfect process and there was, you know, some confusion, but things went reasonably well on Election Day.  Our focus now is on ensuring that the will of the Haitian people is respected and the U.S. Government has made clear that we think that the recommendations issued by the OAS, Organization of American States, should be accepted.  My understanding is that there are some meetings going on today at the OAS, which I’m not privy to, but I think they’re going on as we speak.  We’re hopeful that there will be a resolution to that conflict soon, to the impasse soon, and that we’ll have a second round, you know, in the next few weeks and the Haitians will have an opportunity to elect a president that reflects their will.


Ms. MARTIN.  I have a follow up question.  Will you explain why is the U.S. position that OAS report should be accepted?


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  [affirmative].  There were, as you may know, shortly after the election, the United States issued a statement noting inconsistencies between the results that were announced and other, unofficial, counts that had been done.  And we’ve had an opportunity to read the OAS report, which I believe is now public, I think.  I imagine many of you have read it as well.  And, you know, we think that the report is solid and that the CP [spelled phonetically] should in fact accept their recommendations as listed there and there are a number of recommendations, in terms of outcome, but beyond that, just in terms of the process to make sure that the second round is as efficient as possible and that as many Haitians have an opportunity to cast their ballots.  Because we do know that in the first round, unfortunately, that there were a number of people who were not able to find their names on the registration list and we’re hopeful that corrective measures can be taken to avoid that in the second round.


MALE SPEAKER.  Kathleen.


Ms. SENGSTOCK Thank you.  I’m Kathleen Sengstock [spelled phonetically] in Congressman Maxine Waters’ office.  To follow up on this issue of the OAS recommendations, there were so many logistical problems as well as what appear to be deliberate fraud on election day and there were so many people who either chose not to vote either because their candidate’s name wasn’t allowed to be on the ballot in the first place because they excluded so many --


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Right.


Ms. SENGSTOCK.  And so many others who tried to vote and couldn’t find their name because they hadn’t updated where they were after they were moved to a displacement camp.  And as it turns out, about over 10 percent of the polling places, they didn’t even count their record; they didn’t have a record to count them when they counted up the tally sheet.  When you have a result where the first and second place finishers are less than one percent apart and you’ve got over ten percent of the vote and even if the people who actually did get to vote and ten percent of those people didn’t have their votes counted doesn’t seem that who can say whether or not you’re respecting the will of the people by choosing between the second candidate and the third candidate?  Maybe everybody that was able to vote would have voted for the fourth or fifth candidate.  How can we know whether or not a significant portion of the Haitian people have to [unintelligible] as opposed to somebody else?


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Right.  I mean, I’ll avoid getting into particular names of candidate.  Our candidate is the process.  I was at a briefing --


Ms. SENGSTOCK.  That’s who I’m speaking up for.


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Right.  I was at a briefing a couple weeks ago with Vice President Biden that he gave for Haitian leaders, I’ll underscore that as well.  And there were issues with the process as you noted.  It was not a perfect process.  You know, again, these are extraordinarily difficult circumstances and conducting elections in Haiti was difficult beforehand and you add to that the elements of the earthquake it obviously makes it more difficult.  But based on the OAS study and their recommendations, you know, we are inclined to accept their analysis and believe that if their recommendations are accepted that would and does in fact reflect the will of the people as expressed in the first round.


MALE SPEAKER.  Go ahead, sir.


MALE SPEAKER.  [inaudible]


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  The U.S. Government did not do its own report.  We’ve supported the OAS efforts.


MALE SPEAKER.  [inaudible] Haitian newspaper [unintelligible] saying that the report from the U.S. Government and that [inaudible] of the time [inaudible].


Ms. BERNARD.  I can say don’t believe everything you read in the paper.  I think that that report was clearly inaccurate.  He did not prepare a report and has not said that there were not that percentage that were not included.  So it was an inaccurate report in the --



MALE SPEAKER.  [inaudible]


Ms. BERNARD.  The newspaper report is not accurate.


MALE SPEAKER.  Do you have the report from Dr. Knowles [spelled phonetically]?


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  We have the OAS report.


MALE SPEAKER.  You did not answer my question.


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  I did.  [laughs]  We received a report from OAS.


MALE SPEAKER.  You received a report from him?


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  I said, the U.S. did not do an independent report.


MALE SPEAKER.  And Jacques Bernard [spelled phonetically] didn’t [unintelligible]?


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Jacque Bernard is an employee of AID but the United States did not do its own report.  The OAS did a report.


MALE SPEAKER.  Before I get to you, I actually would like to ask a follow up about that.  I know -- I think what some of the folks are getting at here is that there have been some concerns about the methodology used in the OAS report from some outside advocates, in particular, looking at sample size as opposed to, you know, the whole electorate and seeking out fraud within that.  And I know this may be outside USAID’s purview but, you know, in terms of what is the official position of the United States that those claims don’t have merit?  That the OAS report is acceptable?  Can you maybe flesh that out a little bit more.


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  The official position of the United States government is that we support the process.  We want and we support a process that will reflect the will of the Haitian people.  We have seen and read the OAS report and believe that the OAS recommendations should be accepted.


MALE SPEAKER.  Anyone else?  Yes, ma’am.


FEMALE SPEAKER.  [inaudible]  my question is what skill, what are we using to determine [inaudible].  Related to that, as an American, I feel like what would be the most diplomatic seeing all the fraud and all of what’s gone on and besides the closeness particularly between the second and third individuals [inaudible] I don’t know reelection.  I’m just kind of curious as to why that recommendation or what happened to a possibility of doing over because I feel like you’re thinking about the will of the people [inaudible].  And I also [inaudible].  So could you just kind of speak to that issue?


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Sure.  I mean, again, we’re basing this on the analysis of the OAS, which is fairly conclusive in terms of the problems with regard to the process and, you know, the candidates that they believe, and we agree, should pass into the second round.  I think that whatever process you have will have problems of different degree.  Maybe that’s what we’re discussing here, degree, but I think the OAS report is pretty sound.  The methodology is sound and the conclusion is fairly definitive in terms of what the result was and how and what a second round would look like in order to reflect the will of the people.


MALE SPEAKER.  Anyone else?  Oh, go ahead, sir.


MALE SPEAKER.  Hello.  James Sykes [spelled phonetically] from [unintelligible] House in [unintelligible].  I’m just wondering how the will of the Haitian people who you’re [unintelligible] in which one of the most popular parties was excluded [unintelligible]?


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Well, I think if you look at the range of candidates that participated in the election, represented a broad spectrum of Haitian politics, a number of candidates who had been associated with Lavalas participated as well.  And this was a Haitian-led process in terms of assessing the legitimacy of candidacies.  But I think that the result and the selection that Haitian voters had was fairly broad.


MALE SPEAKER.  I’d like to ask one last question about reconstruction because it’s an issue that’s near and dear to Mr. Conyers.  I’m sure as you know, along with Senator Kerry in the Senate, Mr. Conyers introduced the HEAR Act in the 111th Congress which would require USAID and States to put together a comprehensive plan for long-term reconstruction in Haiti and also authorizes some reconstruction money.  I know that State and USAID have moved forward with one of the key provisions in that legislation which is to have one person be in charge of putting together that plan and I know you’ve talked about, both have talked a little bit about the trade-offs of wanting to build up capacity and then also wanting to move forward as quickly as possible with long-term reconstruction.  I think there is some frustration here on the Hill that long-term reconstruction is not on the pace that people would like and I was wondering if you could speak to where you feel like USAID is in that process of both putting together a long-term reconstruction plan in conjunction with all of the partners and stakeholders in Haiti and what you see as acceptable progress on that front in the coming year.


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Right.  Well, I think long-term reconstruction is on pace.  I mean, obviously it’s not going as fast as anybody might want.  It’s not going as fast as the Haitian people want.  It’s not going as fast as we would want.  But again, rebuilding, when you take a country that already was the poorest in the western hemisphere, one of the poorest in the world and to suffer the devastation that it did, it takes time.  And if you compare what’s been done in Haiti, for example to Aceh, in many ways we’re well ahead.  More rubble has been removed in Haiti than had been removed in Aceh after one year.


In terms of their reconstruction, some money was approved by, authorized by Congress in the fall of last year, we put together a spend plan, you may have had a chance to review, we put before Congress.  We have our own strategy as well, where we lay out these four areas I noted before.  And now we’re in the process of designing the scopes of work, and we’re sending out requests for proposals and, you know, RFPs and RFAs, and, you know, you can’t, you know that’s such a large amount of money, you know, we’ve spent a billion dollars as the U.S. Government so far, post-earthquake, and then we pledge a billion at the donors’ conference in March, and I think some of the press seems to have this idea that you take this billion dollars and it just drops in Haiti on day one and reconstruction doesn’t work that way.  You know, the money is spent over a long period.  This is a long-term reconstruction plan that we have in place.  We’ll be spending this money over years.  And to be honest, if you ever read an article that said the one billion is there, then you should worry.  Because we don’t have the capacity to manage that much money and the Haitian entities and no country has the ability to absorb that and use that effectively.  


But it takes time to develop the appropriate strategies, to develop the scopes of work, to do the necessary assessments, and that’s in the process we’re in now.  And we expect that -- and obviously there’s a lot of money we’ve been using from previous fiscal year money, you know, it’s pretty supplemental so things are not slowing down.  We’re doing a lot.  


But in terms of larger scale reconstruction, that money will start to flow in a much greater way in the coming months.  But you should know that of that supplemental money, we did provide 120 million immediately to the Haitian reconstruction fund which is managed by the World Bank and that was largely for housing and rubble removal.  So I think things are moving, in that sense, fairly well.


MALE SPEAKER.  One quick follow up on that.  Another piece of the HEAR Act was statutorily requiring some accountability measures and I know that’s an important issue on both sides of the aisle.  There are some on the Republican side who actually pushed for an special inspector general for Haiti relief and reconstruction.  Can you speak to USAID’s capacity and where you feel you’re at in terms of being able to audit and make sure that taxpayer dollars are being spent well and effectively?

Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Yeah, of course we have an IG office and they’re very much involved in not only overseeing the work in Haiti but our work around the world.  And let me point to some of the specifics in terms of what’s being done here.


Ms. BERNARD.  The IG is assigning personnel permanently -- well, not permanently but on a full-term basis in Haiti so that they will be there in order to track and work with the mission to be sure that we are putting the systems in place to enable tracking of expenditures and being accountable for the taxpayer money that is being put into the country.  And as you probably know, there are GAO audits that are ongoing and are looking at things like the reconstruction and the infrastructure.  So, and we welcome this because this is a huge, huge job and we need to have, for our sakes and for everyone’s sake, we need to put all the pieces in place that we can.


In terms of the accountability of our local partners, we’re also preparing scopes of work and so forth to look at government expenditure systems and their ability to -- the government of Haiti expenditure systems -- and their ability to track their own financial transactions.  So this is something that’s very much on our mind.


MALE SPEAKER.  Mr. Daniels.


Mr. DANIELS.  Yes, I just wanted to ask, in terms of the money that’s been allocated or in terms of USAID, do you have any data on how much of those dollars have gone to Haitian and/or Haitian-American organizations or contractors or vendors?


Ms. BERNARD.  I don’t have any data with me but I can get back to you if you would like and if you could give me or give our --


Mr. DANIELS.  [unintelligible] there’s a lot of chatter and concern that Haitian-Americans and Haitians are not sufficiently included in the process and are not being [inaudible] 


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Yeah, if I could speak to that briefly.  I think it’s important to make a distinction between, you know, the immediate humanitarian assistance and then the longer-term reconstruction.  And in the immediate response to the earthquake, the immediate response to cholera, there was a tendency for us to work with our longstanding partners, people who are on the ground that can work quickly and in that case, we didn’t want to make those trade-offs.  Lives were at stake in the short term.  

But we are committed for the longer-term reconstruction in the RFPs and the RFAs that are about to go out to make a -- not only make a much greater effort but we’re going to have targets.  We have targets in place in terms of the money that must flow through Haitian entities.  We’re also reaching out to Haitian-American organizations and we’ve been doing seminars, both in Haiti and outside, to help people understand how to do business with AID.  


And I think you will find that as the RFPs and RFAs are drafted, we’ll be underscoring a lot of the skills that Haitians and Haitians outside of Haiti have in terms of the language, in terms of the connections, understanding of the local conditions.  That is an absolute priority for us.  And again, I don’t want to say that’s beyond Haiti.  That is a priority for the Agency as well.  We want to -- we’re clearly moving in that direction.


MALE SPEAKER.  In the back.


MALE SPEAKER.  Oh yes, hi.  Are you in a position to say whether or not [inaudible].


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  I’m not in a position to say what Mr. Salinsten [spelled phonetically] plans to do.


MALE SPEAKER.  [inaudible]


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Yeah, I’d rather not get into hypotheticals.


MALE SPEAKER.  Ah yes, in the back.


MALE SPEAKER.  You talk about the case of the [inaudible], what specific program does USAID have in place in order to provide consensus to Haitian-American groups who participate in the reconstruction of Haiti?


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Right.  Well, we’re doing a few things.  We’re doing a lot of outreach and will be doing a lot of outreach in Haiti.  We will be, we are doing outreach among Haitian-American groups in the United States.  We’ll continue to do that and make sure as many people are aware as possible.  We want to work with, you know, non-traditional partners, if you will, and make sure that as many different organizations have an opportunity to apply.  
But beyond that, we also know that, you know, working with AID requires, you know, sort of special qualifications, if you will, if you want to work with us and we are committed to training organizations to be able to do that, you know, to take our money, to monitor it, to report in a way that we expect reporting.  And again, this is not just in Haiti, this is worldwide.  And we understand that it was a mistake in the past to work around Haitian entities and that is a mistake we are not going to repeat.


Ms. BERNARD.  If I could just add one thing.  In terms of specific programs, we had one, even prior to quake.  We call it the Haitian Diaspora Marketplace.  We’ve taken a look at that and see several areas where that can be improved.  And so, going forward with new procurements, we will be incorporating some of the elements of that but also several elements that we think can improve that.  The Haitian Diaspora Marketplace was geared primarily to bring in members of the Diaspora to invest in Haiti in commercially viable, economically viable projects as opposed to being a grants fund.  We may look at that.  We may look at other things and that’s a procurement in process.  But that is something that’s being looked at very carefully and we should have something coming out soon.


MALE SPEAKER.  I have a follow up on one aspect of my [unintelligible], do you have success stories that you can share with [inaudible] but I’m not sure that [inaudible] specific kind of stories.


Ms. BERNARD.  I don’t have anything with me but I’d be happy to get back to you.  


Ms. MARTIN.  I just want to thank USAID and you for coming today.  We really appreciate it.  We do recognize that you do have a flight.  We were sort of hoping it would be canceled due to the weather but [unintelligible] --

[laughs]so it sounds like we cannot hold you hostage any longer.  I’m wondering does your counterpart -- do both of you have to leave or are we able to keep one USAID person for further questions please?


Ms. BERNARD.  I’m supposed to be here to protect him.


[laughter]


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Um, I think, yeah it’s probably better.  We’ll be happy to come back.  If you invite us again, I or my colleagues will be back.


Ms. MARTIN.  The only issue with coming back is that the members are about to go into a recess and we, the members, feel as though the issue in Haiti is critical.  And they are really looking to you for information to help them engage more.  So if it is at any way possible that we could keep a USAID person because we still have pending questions and I believe -- as I see heads shaking -- and the last vote has just happened so members will be returning and it will really be beneficial to us here if we could do that.


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  Okay.  Well, I will defer to Belinda in terms of what she’s able to do.  I know that she’s nervous about the snow and I know that a lot of people are nervous about the snow.  But I do want to thank you for the invitation and I very much appreciate the questions.  I appreciate the comments.  I really want to continue this dialogue.  We at the Agency want to continue and we’re eager to come back and my colleagues will come back.  Okay.


Ms. MARTIN.  What was the verdict?


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  How about Belinda gives you 10 more minutes?  Would that work?  Is that enough time?


Ms. MARTIN.  Could we get twenty at most?  Twenty at most.


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  How about 15?


[laughter]


Ms. MARTIN.  OK, 15 it is.


[laughter]


Mr. FEIERSTEIN.  OK.  


Ms. MARTIN.  OK, thank you very much.


MALE SPEAKER.  Alright.  We really appreciate that.  And so I think there were some more hands with questions for USAID.  I think I saw Kathleen had a question so let’s continue with the questioning.  Go ahead, Kathleen.


Ms. SENGSTOCK.  Thank you.  I just wanted to follow up on the issue of having Haitians being able to get some of the reconstruction funds on track.  Has there been any effort to make it possible for them to apply in their native Creole and to be able to do reporting in all the forms [unintelligible] that’s necessary to work with USAID?  Can they do that in Creole using resources that they would normally have available in Haiti?


Ms. BERNARD.  I cannot speak to the Creole.  I do know that we have been making an effort and have made a commitment going forward since many of the new procurements have not come out.  But we’ve made a commitment going forward to have the statements of work, the requests for proposals, translated as much as possible into French.  I can check to follow up on Creole but I’m just not certain about that answer.


MALE SPEAKER.  Other questions?  Okay.  Actually I have one if that’s alright.  I know -- I was hoping we could return to the issue of food capacity and building local food capacity in Haiti and back to the HEAR Act and what I think, again, what the priorities are for members of Congress.  And I know one of the pieces that we felt like was that there was insufficient -- there were certain incentives in place to promote that but there wasn’t sort of an iron-clad statutory requirement that USAID engage in a certain way in terms of promoting domestic food production and the domestic food market.  And I was wondering if you could speak to just maybe a little bit more specifically where you feel the gaps are right now.  Are there statutory gaps?  Regulatory gaps?  Is it a situation where financial incentives are mis-aligned?  Why exactly does there seem to be this disconnect between I think what the majority of development folks think, all agree is the right way to move forward and actually implementing it or maybe it’s just an issue of time?


Ms. BERNARD.  Just to be sure that I understand the question, we’re really looking at the incentives for producing more food.


MALE SPEAKER.  Yeah.


Ms. BERNARD.  I have to say, sometimes I tell people I’m a business woman who’s gone astray.  My background is actually in business and I was in business in Haiti for many years before moving on to USAID.  So you’ll have to forgive me if my bias is one of looking for ways that the market can help us accomplish our goals.  


Our goal in this case is for the Haitians to be more food sufficient and to have greater food security.  One of the ways to do that, of course, is to be able to produce better.  To get closer to the levels that they had many years ago before they began to see the environmental declines, before they began to see people moving off the land and into the cities.  So to get to your question, I think that we need to continue in what we have been doing in terms of our strategy is looking at what are the financial incentives -- economic incentives -- for the producers in Haiti?  I think if you look at how much time they have to spend putting in a crop and harvesting a crop because very much of the work that they do is by hand, ways that were done thousands of years ago.  So they need to have more current, close to more current methods available to them.  So how do you provide that?  You do that ideally through a market system that will have distributors of seeds and inputs of fertilizer and so forth.  There in the rural areas able to serve clients, to serve the farmers.  There has been some discussion internally and this is very early discussion about even looking at trying to find ways for improved seed production in Haiti.  Very often in Haiti, if people are hungry, they’ll eat their seed.  They don’t have the best seed possible to increase their yield and increase their productivity.  So that is one way to address the disincentive that has kept people from producing more food.  


Another way is, as I’ve mentioned earlier, try just getting better storage facilities.  A lot of the Haitian crop is lost either to predator -- to rats -- or just being damaged as it gets to market.  So if we can have better storage facilities and better farm-to-market roads, I think that will help to address it.


Addressing the hillside run off because very often farmers get their crops in the field and then they’re washed away before they can harvest them because of the runoff from the bare hillsides.


So it’s a complex and very much intertwined thing but I think we’re trying to address those elements of it.


MALE SPEAKER.  Can I jump in?  Just one perspective on the farm-to-market [unintelligible], one of the things that I ever have discussion about Haitian agriculture is whether there is a bridge loan program for example because the key piece that is absent from the system that you articulated is the financial end of this.  Because most of the farmers will start the cycle if they’re actually eating their seed it’s because they haven’t reached a level of self-sufficiency to actually sustain growth of their agricultural productions.  So if there is a bridge loan, for example, it might be [unintelligible] that FSA provides here through USDA farmers to some controversy [unintelligible] issue for example, then it seems that there’s a key [unintelligible] in the market [unintelligible] that exists in this country that doesn’t exist in Haiti.


Ms. BERNARD.  Well I don’t pretend to be an expert on this, on agricultural issues.  But I will say that one thing we have looked at in terms of this integrated package that we’ve tried to put together is finance for rural people.  A lot of them micro-finance and small finance programs that have taken place and have been developed in Haiti have been focused in the cities and a few years ago, we began to look at this unserved market that you’ve talked about in the agricultural areas, in the rural areas, and trying to encourage the small and medium and micro finance institutions to expand their service to those folks.  So it’s not something that’s been solved and I think that you’re right, there may be something that needs to be done to expand it so that would be --


MALE SPEAKER.  There’s also, on the financing side, you could actually achieve scale economies if you were to approach it that way because that’s one of the other issues that I think we have in Haiti is with respect to small-scale farms operating below scale for production.  Because if you have all the [unintelligible] of small farmers, they’re never going to actually be able to produce a surplus that will then allow food sufficiency for themselves.  There are whole series of complex pieces to that, too.  In all the cutouts we've ever taken, we've never really drilled down into this particular area around agricultural policy.  Because there -- [unintelligible] it seems to be stuck on a very small scale plumbing, and, you know, it seems like we should have a similar kind of conversation because too, if lots of people have left the land and moved to the cities, there also has to be a way of addressing that again to somehow get all this land back [unintelligible] cultivation or you end up in some ways tripping into the whole land reform issue, when you start trying to, you know, build, you know,  plots of acreage towards them [spelled phonetically]  to create forms that are operating [unintelligible] scale.  So this kind of takes us back to again what [unintelligible], you know, the government [spelled phonetically] of Haiti is actually doing around these policies and we're interacting with them through our policy at USAID [spelled phonetically].


Ms. BERNARD.  I think that we've gone beyond my pay grade in terms of this technical area, but I would be happy to suggest to my colleagues who are experts and pros in this area to dialogue with you.  


MALE SPEAKER.  [inaudible] -- follow up on that because that's a -- that’s  something where we could actually have an impact here on the Hill through ‑‑ not just through here, but also through, you know, foreign affairs and through the ag [spelled phonetically] committee in terms of all of that work, because I think the ag committee has jurisdiction over some of the farm programs that are being put in place now.  So it's a way of actually broadening the scope of individuals who are involved here in this area.  


Ms. BERNARD.  We do have -- we’ve -- as we’ve developed this current strategy and current approach to increasing agricultural production, we've been very much involved with our USDA [spelled phonetically] colleagues in looping them in.  Not just looping them in, I mean, they're an integral part of the team that's going to be going forward with this.  


MALE SPEAKER.  We met with them in the last [unintelligible] before the earthquake, and it seemed that they're engaged on food delivery policy rather than -- more so than on food production policy in some ways.  


Ms. BERNARD.  I think that there are -- we need to have a more in-depth conversation, because we've worked with them and talked with them about helping to develop extension services and bringing that back up to the level that it needs to be, so I'd be happy to.  


MALE SPEAKER.  [inaudible]


MALE SPEAKER.  Yes.  Go ahead.


MALE SPEAKER.  [inaudible] -- Nicole Lee [spelled phonetically] from [inaudible].


Ms. LEE.  Hi, Nicole Lee from TransAfrica.  I hope this an easy question.  I want to talk about shelter for a moment.  Mr. Feierstein said that we were on target for our numbers in terms of transitional shelters, and I hope he's also talking about permanent shelters.  I want to know in real numbers, on real terms, percentagewise, what does that mean, on target?  What is the percentage of those who are in need?  How many shelters have ‑‑ let's stick to transitional for a moment ‑‑ how many transitional have actually been built?  And how many permanent do we plan to build?  On target, what does that look like for Haitians?


Ms. BERNARD.  I don't know that ‑‑ I don't think I have those specific numbers with me so I'd have to get back to you with that in terms of the numbers of transitional and permanent.  But just speaking broadly, the housing situation in Haiti, even before the earthquake, was not optimal, to say the least.  There was, especially in the cities, a real shortage of affordable housing.  I can remember speaking with people there who were in great difficulty finding a place that they could afford to rent, and certainly couldn't afford to buy.  So if you add to that the destruction of the housing stock that took place in the earthquake, it is a huge, huge problem.  I think it would be difficult to underestimate the magnitude of the problem.  So we, as the U.S. Government, and we as members of the donor community and the community of NGOs that are operating in Haiti, have a certain level that we can realistically hope to reach.  But beyond that, there needs to be ‑‑ again, I get back to my business roots ‑‑ there needs to be reform and changes that take place in Haiti so that Haitians can have better access to housing finance, for instance.  Maybe better access to clear title for land so that they can begin to develop their own housing economy.  So that's not a direct answer to your question.  I know I have to get back to you with numbers, but the overall picture is that it’s beyond -- the need is beyond what any one donor or any group of donors probably can realistically hope to address.  


Ms. LEE.  I ask the question because we’ve heard several times throughout this entire earth -- post-earthquake process that a significant amount of fund [spelled phonetically] was going to be put into shelter.  It’s been very difficult to get the actual numbers, and so not even basing it upon what I think should happen, but what you're saying is actually happening.  That's why those numbers are so important.  


Ms. BERNARD.  I'd be happy to get back with you -- back to you with the numbers of shelters that we have put up, the numbers that we are planning, both in terms of the t-shelters [spelled phonetically], the transitional shelters, but also in permanent.  


Ms. LEE.  Thank you.


Ms. BERNARD.  Sure.


MALE SPEAKER.  Yes, go ahead.


Ms. PHILIPPE.  Hi.  My name is Sabine Philippe and I have a question relative to what she just said.  I was in Haiti about a week and a half ago or two weeks and I saw all those -- I saw the devastation.  


[low audio]


And like you said before the earthquake, the living conditions in Haiti were, I guess subpar for the majority of the people.  But do you also have, you know, plans to [inaudible] and still [inaudible] -- how else [inaudible] because if you just mean transitional shelters for those that are actually affected by the earthquake, what about the [inaudible]?


Ms. BERNARD.  You make a good point and that gets back to what I was attempting to say earlier is that the need is huge.  And you have not only the people who've been impacted by the quake, but also the people who were impacted in Haiti.  If you look at the interconnectedness of the problems, that's very much linked to the level of poverty that has been prevailing in Haiti.  So our overall strategy, if you will, is to create employment, create better incomes for the Haitian people, and if taken together, if the Haitian people have better income, better chance to earn a living, and make their own decisions, and buy their own houses, and send their own children to school, I mean, that's ultimately the goal of -- that -- the way that we can address this problem.  I don't think that it would be reasonable for us to say that we're going to go in and rebuild the slums that existed before the earthquake, because that is just a huge, huge issue beyond us.  Unless -- 


Ms. PHILIPPE.  [inaudible] you’re talking about?  Are we going to work together with the Haitian banks?   


Ms. BERNARD.  Yeah.


Ms. PHILIPPE.  [inaudible] -- do that on their own?


Ms. BERNARD.  No.  Again, it has to be a Haitian solution, so it needs to be through the Haitian banks.  So, you know, we'll be looking at and have been looking at the constraints that the banks face to being able to lend more, for instance, for mortgage financing or for other business development things.  So looking at the system in Haiti to see what the constraints are and to see where we can work with our Haitian partners to address those constraints so that they can grow and overcome them.  


MALE SPEAKER.  In the back.  


MALE SPEAKER.  [inaudible]


MALE SPEAKER.  Yes, go.


MALE SPEAKER.  From a business perspective, why does is it advantageous to have [inaudible]?


Ms. BERNARD.  I didn't say that it would be, and I can't say that it -- one way or the other I don't have a -- as Mr. Feierstein said, "Our candidate is the process."  


MALE SPEAKER.  Yes, over here.  


FEMALE SPEAKER.  Follow-up on the shelter: You just said that USAID is not planning [inaudible] not planning to go in and rebuild the slums.  I’ve heard talk about identifying and, you know, title to land elsewhere to build shelters and there's been a lot of cutbacks, decentralization, [inaudible], in effect, building new communities that would provide shelter, employment, [inaudible] sounds extremely ambitious and it also sounds like people are going to be displaced again.  Can you clarify some of this?  


Ms. BERNARD.  Right.  I may have -- let me begin by saying that we're very much guided by the government of Haiti and their policies and the Interim Haiti Reconstruction Committee, the IHRC, has a housing group that's working and I think it's going to in fact be having a two-day conference in Haiti at the end of this month.  So, the decisions ‑‑ you know, we don’t make -- we are not making unilateral decisions in that way.  And certainly the notion of displacing people from the slums I don't think has come on the table.  I mean, it would be -- I can't imagine doing that.  We are ‑‑ as part of the work on decentralization, we are looking at options, and these are, you know, there are still things that are in the works and are not finalized, but we are looking at options for helping to provide some permanent housing in areas that will be developed economically.  


MALE SPEAKER.  Gentleman on the back right.  


MALE SPEAKER.  [inaudible]


Ms. BERNARD.  Hello?


MALE SPEAKER.  There is a sense of frustration in Haiti.  As you know, there are two million Haitians in the street since last year and there is some kind of disconnect between the reporting here and what is going on in the ground [spelled phonetically].  And we Haitians, we don't know how to address that.  On one side, you have $1.4 billion in private donations received by 52 NGOs.  When you look at the reports, everything is going well.  It's the same thing with AID [unintelligible].  You have a bunch of contractors and they get contracts from you and when you go and visit and supervise the camp, the first question you are asking is, "Where is the money?"  And it's the same question that everybody's asking, "Where is the money?"  And it’s the same question that everybody’s asking.  “Where is the money?”  When you look at the condition [unintelligible].  And this dialogue is really important and I think Mr. Daniels also mentioned the fact that the Haitian and American community and the Haitians, are completely, you know, they put them aside and if you look at the statement of the 12 members of Interim Reconstruction Commission, you read that statement two weeks ago after the meeting in Santo Domingo.  They said contracts are being, you know, allocated.  They were not aware of that.  They don't know what's going on with the funds of the [unintelligible].  It's like Haitians are not part of the process.  And I know the basic -- the first principal ‑‑ I think [unintelligible] wrote that, the former administrator of the IE [spelled phonetically] -- the first principal is that you cannot replace the client.  And we have the impression that the contractors, the NGOs, they are replacing the client without results.  How did you address that, you know, because --


Ms. BERNARD.  You've raised a number of questions and I have a feeling that if I were to begin address it I would eat into your time, so I defer to you during you time here.  I really don't know where to begin.  We obviously have said that we are looking to reform our procurement so that it can be much more ‑‑ so that our partners in country and within the diaspora are much more engaged and we are making very serious efforts to do that.  Sometimes it feels like turning, you know, an ocean liner.  You know, it doesn't turn on the dime once you begin to make the decision and start turning the wheel, but the efforts are there.  


MALE SPEAKER.  So I think we are going to end it with here, with that question.  We want to thank you so much along with Mr. Feierstein for being here from USAID to take our questions.  We apologize to everyone here that represented from the State Department that wasn't able to be with us.  We did want to mention that Ms. Hoostal who is the congressional relation specialist at the Department of State who’s -- oh --


Ms. MARTIN.  There she is back there.


MALE SPEAKER.  -- oh, right there, in the back.  She's here and has agreed to take any questions of people.  


Ms. MARTIN.  We'll take them on the record because we have a transcriber here so she's going to come up front and you could ask your question and we will have those on the record and e‑ mail the answers back to everyone who's participated.  So, Stephanie, do you mind coming up front?


Ms. HOOSTAL.  No, that's fine.  


FEMALE SPEAKER.  Thank you.


MALE SPEAKER.  Great.  And then I think with that, we'll have a brief recess here until the -- oh.


Ms. MARTIN.  No, no recess.  They’re going to ask her questions.  [inaudible]


MALE SPEAKER.  Oh, all right.  Very good.  All right.  


[talking simultaneously]


Ms. MARTIN.  No, we’re -- Stephanie is going to take the questions for the State Department.


MALE SPEAKER.  For the State Department, okay.


[low audio]


Ms. MARTIN.  No.  We have a second panel.


MALE SPEAKER.  Oh, a second panel.  


Ms. MARTIN.  Right.  So we need to get to that now.  Yes.  


[low audio]


Ms. HOOSTAL.  Okay.


Ms. MARTIN.  So does anyone have questions?  Go ahead, Burt [spelled phonetically].  And could you come to the microphone?  The transcriber has asked that you come to the microphone.  Quickly though, we have a second panel.  


[low audio]


MALE SPEAKER.  I have three brief interrelated questions.  


Ms. HOOSTAL.  Okay.  


MALE SPEAKER.  One, why is the U.S. still covertly pressuring Haiti, South Africa, Brazil, and other Caribbean countries to make sure that Aristide [spelled phonetically], who has a constitutional right to return to Haiti like all Haitian citizens and is the most popular person by far, to keep him from returning?  Secondly, are they aware that the bodyguard for Duvalier [spelled phonetically] is a long-time CIA operative, Jodel Chamblain, who was the leader of the murderers in FRAP [spelled phonetically], which is the vigilante group run by CIA during the coup regime and who also was the real head of the soldiers from the coup regime sponsored by the U.S. who came in from the Dominican Republic and led to the kidnapping of Aristide?  And why did they not do something to keep Duvalier out?  The fact that they now have Chamblain as his bodyguard brings into question the claim they didn't know he was coming.  And the last question is, with regard to the claim that was just made about respecting the will of the people, are they aware that Sweet Micky, who’s been portrayed as a populist, man of the people, was not only a strong backer of the Duvalier regime, but was an intimate backer and helper of the brutal junta, the coup regime, the military coup regime that overthrew Aristide, and was given that name by the original Sweet Micky, Colonel Francois [spelled phonetically], who was the real power of the junta and was a supporter of the second effort to overthrow Aristide, so that the notion that he is a favorite of the people is ludicrous.  


Ms. HOOSTAL.  Okay.  I just want to say again that I'm apologizing because our representative couldn't be here, but I will pass on these questions to him.  He's currently at a meeting with OAS [spelled phonetically] and that's why he can’t be here.  


Ms. MARTIN.  Any other questions before we let Stephanie go?  Okay.  Could you come to a microphone, please?  Microphone [inaudible] --


[low audio]


MALE SPEAKER.  [inaudible] -- to make sure that we understand that Michel Francois’ nickname is Sweet Micky, the same as [inaudible], that these are two different people. 


Ms. HOOSTAL.  Okay.  


MALE SPEAKER.  [unintelligible] -- Francois.


Ms. MARTIN.  Any other questions?


MALE SPEAKER.  [inaudible]


Ms. MARTIN.  Okay, I have a -- okay.  Are there any other questions before we let the State Department person go?  I have a question about the OAS report.  Same question we were asking to USAID and we’d really like a fuller answer as to why the U.S. -- it's the U.S.' position to support the OAS report when it's fraught with so many inconsistencies and ideologies and methodologies which are highly doubted and based on the actual current conditions on the ground on election day, why they've chosen to take that tack?  That would be really critical for the members to understand.  


Okay.  We're going to bring up our second panel, please.


[break - off the record]


Mr. DANIELS.  Testing, are we on?  Well, first of all, let me express appreciation to Congressman Conyers and his staff, the dean, for convening this briefing, to which I arrive as much wanting to hear and to learn as to present, because I think all of us are trying to figure out what is going on in Haiti with some degree of precision.  Again, I am Dr. Ron Daniels, president of the Institute of the Black World 21st Century and founder of the Haiti Support Project.  We have been doing work exclusively on the ground in Haiti for the past 15 years.  I’m going to go in the sort of range of the things we do, but I’ll just make a series of observations within the limit of my time.  


I think almost everybody would agree that the recovery/reconstruction has struck a point of inertia, if not stagnation, and when we -- our last delegation to Haiti in October -- we were stunned in going into the tent communities, and I use the word “communities” because these are communities, the people who have organized themselves and have structures of governance which are very impressive.  And when we went back to the same community that we had visited a month after the earthquake, there was no real measurable progress.  In fact, to some degree, it had -- there was a regression.  And people’s attitudes were particularly -- there was a degree of demoralization in a sense that almost particularly a disconnect from the government, and that no real progress was being made.  And for me, the fundamental issue of recovery and reconstruction -- there are a lot of measurements, but for me, the most important criteria is the status of that 1.1 million, 1.5 million people who are displaced.  It seems to me that’s the fundamental measurement.  If they’re -- what is their condition in terms of health, of education, of sanitation, of security, of transition into a permanent housing?  I mean, that to me is the bottom line, and we see almost no -- I mean, it’s almost if these communities have become a -- the new norm.  


And when we had a briefing with the U.S. ambassador frankly on this question, there was really ambivalence about what to do.  In fact, there was some suggestion that contrary to the notion of an organized participatory decentralization that people were going to be allowed to kind of just drift back to their old communities.  And if people choose to do that, that’s certainly fine, but it also strikes of the other thing that I think is really glaringly absent from this overall process, which I have spoken to time and time again, and that is the actual engagement, a systematic engagement of the Haitian people, particularly those who are displaced in this process.  And I think that both the Congressional Black Caucus and all agencies ought to be looking at this.  I don’t know how you have a plan and you implement a plan without the voices of the people who are affected playing an integral role in it, and I’ve consistently raised that issue.  So that’s my first point.


The second one is everybody is trying to get accurate information.  And I don’t know who, you know, I could do interviews and so forth, and everybody is precisely asking the same question, and maybe it’s -- maybe we’re being a little naïve, we want to know where’s the money, how’s it being allocated, the question that my colleague, Michelle Lee raised, I mean -- Michelle -- Nicole Lee.  Oh no, I don’t know [inaudible] -- Nicole -- I got that on the brain.  It’s like, “How many shelters?”  What -- we don’t have accurate information, and certainly we hope the Congressional Black Caucus will continue, and other organizations will continue to hammer on that point.  


My third point is -- and I think this is one of the most pressing points that could be raised at this stage -- is that this election, which we and the Haiti Support Project recommended not happen, because we believed that having a national government of -- interim government of national reconstruction, which and we understood constitutionally could have been done so that the focus would have been on the people and their development as opposed to who was aspiring to be the next president -- and I’m saying within the frame of the Constitution.  But having said that, this election does not pass anybody’s smell test.  I mean, this is a debacle of monumental proportions.  If the Haitian people deserve anything, it is indeed a free, fair, inclusive -- and I underscore inclusive, because all political parties, you know, who are -- including Lavalas ought to be a part of that process.  And if that means you have to spend another $30 million to redo it, $30 million pales in comparison to the billions of dollars that this government is spending on some misadventures that I could speak to, but won’t.  But at the end of the day, it’s important, I mean the Haitian people deserve this, given the trauma they’ve been through, and if it takes another six months, if it takes another nine months, it seems to me there’s no way -- we just went through Katrina.  We had the same response in this country.  People were displaced to Atlanta, they were displaced all -- they couldn’t vote, they had to get on a bus and go somewhere.  If you have people who are in -- who are displaced, who don’t have the capacity to participate in this process -- it is just a farce.  And I know -- and, you know, I don’t know how we get this across, that this need, there needs to be massive pressure to have a free, fair, inclusive, and transparent election.  


Last two points, quickly, and that is that consistently, the other points that I’ve been making, and Keenan Keller [spelled phonetically] struck one of them, is there needs to be -- and we’ve been saying this, and hopefully it does get drilled down on, quote unquote, there needs to be hope, whatever.  I don’t know [unintelligible] hopes we’ve had, but there needs to be a hope for agriculture.  That there needs to -- agriculture needs to be systematically incentivized.  If the manufacturing sector, which is ultimately going to produce something like sweatshops, you know, I think realistically, you can’t talk about decentralizing if you go with the same policies that produced the Port-au-Princes of the world in the first place.  The way to avoid that is by having an incentive program for agriculture, so that if hope -- whatever those numbers are go to 2020, then there ought to be something similar to that for agriculture that goes to 2020.  So that there are incentives, and among those incentives is one of the reasons why Haitian agriculture was undermined is because we had U.S. -- subsidized U.S. companies, sugar, rice and so forth, undermining U.S. Haitian agriculture.  I mean, rice production in the Artibonite [spelled phonetically] Valley, there’s enough to produce -- they can produce enough rice for the whole Caribbean.  So that, I hope, will seriously be focused on in terms of how do you get an incentive program, and that may require a bipartisan effort to get a hope legislation for agriculture, which may meet some resistance but nonetheless is worth the challenge.  


And then, two final points; one is the whole need for public works.  You know, many more people, there’s a cash-for-work program, Professor McGuire [spelled phonetically], who’s not here today, and we both came to the same conclusion that we really need large numbers of people, much larger than this current case, involved in really sort of WPA-type [spelled phonetically] public works programs for reconstruction, reforestation, all of these kind of things, particularly employing young people to give some hope for the future and then with vocational training.  There’s some of that happening, but it needs to be ramped up significantly as a part of the process.  And last but not least, we really, really need the Congressional Black Caucus in this era more than ever before.  And the point I would make though, is that it -- that there be coordination, that the taskforce itself, because frankly as some of us work with different members of the CBC, this CBC member has this initiative, that one has this initiative, that one --- you know, we have very -- hopefully there will be a much -- we really need an effective, coordinated strategy that all of us can participate in, in order to move things forward in this period, so those are my initial observations.


Ms. LEE.  Thanks so much.  My name is Nicole Lee again, and I am president of TransAfrica, and just really quickly for those who may not be aware, TransAfrica was founded in 1977 by the Congressional Black Caucus.  We are the African-American foreign policy organization where we focus most of our work on Africa, Latin America, and the Caribbean.  We’ve spent many years focusing a lot of our time on Haiti from the popular, even before the popular movements.  In the early ’80s, we were really focused on insuring that human rights violations ceased in Haiti and that a popular democracy could come to fruition.  And throughout that time we have remained steadfast to our mission to work with civil society organizations and particularly in Haiti to ensure that their voices are amplified here in the United States.  


So, I have a confession to make.  for me right now, it’s about 10.30 p.m.  I just got off a flight from Europe and so I’m -- maybe I’m a little cranky.  And I hope my years of working with the Congressman’s office will get me off the hook for a couple things I’m about to say, because, you know, frankly I spend a lot of time talking about Haiti, I’m on panels, I lived in Haiti, I have a Haitian husband, I have a Haitian baby, you know, all of those sorts of things draw me to continuing to work on Haiti, but a couple of things that happened in  the last hour are just -- I think need to be discussed.  And I am not the one to school members of Congress on what they deserve, but for a moment, I do want to say something about the presentation that we all sat through.  


I was very pleased that a high-ranking member of USAID came to speak with us about Haiti, and he took away his time -- I know he’s on the way to the economic forum, and for him to take his time to come here, I think is admirable.  However, I am shocked by the narrative without any numbers and any facts.  As a taxpayer, I have a right to know where my money’s been spent.  I have a right to know, for example, as I asked, how many shelters, but I have a right to know other things.  I have a right to know, what is the plan that USAID has, regardless of whether or not Congress was able to get the bills passed last year on behalf of Haiti, I have a right to know how that money is spent.  And while I understand that there was a lot of positive aspects and a lot of hope, I really want us to think about what we really just heard.  We we got a narrative.  And it’s very difficult to make policies -- it’s very difficult for your offices to look at what’s really going on in Haiti if you have no numbers.  It’s very difficult -- as a human rights organization and I guess today’s going to be the exception, if I came to your offices with no facts, I am sure you would put my business card in the far back of the file on that particular issue, yet somehow or another, this was acceptable today, and I just want to warn against the notion that everything is fine in Haiti because those are the words that we heard.  “Everything is fine,” “everything’s going as should be expected,” “we’re on target.”  If that was backed up by numbers, I would not be so strident, and if it weren’t 10:30 for me, I would certainly be more articulate about it, but the fact of the matter is, all we got was a narrative.  There were no facts.  There were no -- there were no numbers that we could grasp onto.  


The other thing I heard that I heard was a little bit of rhetoric, and there’s one thing that I didn’t ask a question on, but I just wanted to speak to you as an aspect of what we hear about what’s -- when we hear about what’s going on in Haiti, how sometimes what we hear is not really what’s happening.  One of the things that was stated during the presentation, and again, I really did have a presentation, but the few things were said I really think need to be made -- need to be clarified.  There was this discussion that Haitian rice was sold at a premium, and that’s why Haitian farmers can’t get their rice to market, that it’s sold as a premium, like it’s sold like caviar, like it’s just so delicious and so different.  And Haitian rice is good, I’ve had it, it’s very good, but it’s not sold at a premium.  It’s actually sold for how much it costs to produce.  Our rice is sold at less because our government, our country, has enough money that we can subsidize our farmers.  So imagine being a farmer, trying to sell your rice at a fair price, and yet rice is literally being dumped into your community, because agro-business [spelled phonetically], love them, hate them, they are what they are -- can sell that rice for less, because they have had years and years of opportunity, years of opportunity to grow their business.  That is -- that’s capitalism.  


I mean, that’s really what we’re talk -- capitalism is when everybody is on the same playing field, and you can allow people to buy and purchase what they like.  Well that’s -- when you have a subsidized business like we do here in the United States, you can’t then look at Haitian farmers and say, “Oh, if you all just had a little bit more technology,” and, “Oh, if you all just had a little bit -- if people liked your rice better, they would purchase it,” that -- it’s just simply not the case.  So the notion that it’s sold as a premium is a misnomer, and it’s a misnomer, frankly, that costs lives.  Because every day, Haitians starve to death because we dump our rice.  I know it’s -- it sounds crazy, but because we dump rice, Haitians starve, and those are the sorts of things that one can find out when you’re actually given numbers, when you’re actually given facts.  


In terms of shelter, as many of you know, and in a traditional presentation, I would tell you that the shelter situation, according to our partners and what I’ve seen with my own eyes in the multiple trips I’ve taken to Haiti is still subpar.  As I’ve said many times in rooms like this, Haitians are still living under garbage bags, and that is what we call emergency shelter.  That’s why it’s important to know how many transitional shelters, because the numbers that we received six months ago stated that the U.S. Government felt that they were only responsible for 20,000 transitional shelters.  We have 1.5 million people still that are living as internally displaced people, and even though the numbers, for example, in Port-au-Prince which -- and I’m going to look at my numbers -- are 810,000 people now in Port-au-Prince.  That’s only because we don’t know where everybody has gone.  There wasn’t enough food, there wasn’t enough infrastructure, there wasn’t much of anything to sustain that number in Port-au-Prince, so that people have now gone to other areas.  There is no evidence to suggest that in those other areas those people are fed, or sheltered, or have jobs.  So we still basically have the same problem, it’s just more dispersed.  


Just a couple -- a couple more things that my staff would beat me up if I didn’t say while I’m up here.  But I’m going to say it in a different way than I normally would say it.  Congressman -- the congressman has been doing this for quite a long time.  Congressman Conyers has been a hero to the people of Haiti.  And when it comes to democracy, it really is always the same question.  The question is is U.S. Government policy going to prioritize indigenous popular democracy or not?  Because, as my very good friend Jeremy Scahill [spelled phonetically] said this morning on Twitter -- I love Twitter -- he said, “You know, it’s interesting how we can talk about popular democracy in so many other countries, but when it comes to Haiti, the U.S. Government begins to stammer.” 


It doesn’t matter whether we like the candidates or not, it matters whether or not Haitians are able to go to the polls, that their names are seen on the register, and if they’re able to vote.  We have to decide if a popular democracy, for example, doesn’t agree with our economic plan, is that okay?  If a popular democracy doesn’t agree with what we think is culturally viable in the region, do we still support popular democracy, or do we not?  And if we said, “Listen, popular democracy is not actually in our foreign policy interests in public -- in our public spheres” -- I know that many folks say that in private that are in leadership in this country, but if we said that publically, that would really clarify a lot of things for people like me and Tamara and the others on this panel that work day and night under the impression that we actually really care about this notion of indigenous [spelled phonetically] popular democracy.  And what we’ve seen in Haiti, not just in this last election, but even in 2006, we saw that that notion is merely just a notion.  In actuality, the U.S. Government is not willing to put money behind that.  And lastly, I just want to say from TransAfrica’s position, the situation with the return of Jean-Claude Duvalier is absolutely unconscionable as far as we are concerned, and I do take it very personally after working with victims of that regime.  I do take it very personally that he was escorted in like a king, back into Haiti, and that is something that we need to be concerned about, and the fact that the State Department has not put out a statement of disgust that that has happened is an affront to me as an American citizen.  It’s an affront.  And also the fact, as Burt Wides [spelled phonetically], I think, asked in his question -- the fact that we treat Duvalier -- the right for Duvalier to return and the right for Aristide to return so remarkably differently is stunning.  It is absolutely stunning.  


Again, normally I’m not as strident, normally I really do follow time limits, and normally I read the speeches, but the fact of the matter is you all sitting in the audience today -- I know all these folks, but you all -- you have a really hard job.  You have to take in all of this information that you get and figure out how your bosses or how your offices can do the right thing.  If you don’t have that proper information, I know that’s a very difficult job.  But one of the things that one of the best journalists I know always tells me is, “Keep asking questions.”  Keep asking questions.  If what you’re getting is singsong, or what you’re getting doesn’t include some numbers in it when numbers are required, those are the questions you need to be asking.  Those are the things that you need to follow up on.  Our website is TransAfrica.org if you want more information about what we believe should occur in Haiti.  Thank you.


Ms. BROWN.  Good afternoon, my name is Tamara Brown.  Can you -- oh, there we go.  My name is Tamara Brown, and I’m an attorney with the Institute for Justice and Democracy in Haiti, and interestingly enough I am probably one of the few on the panel that has a very unique background in trust law, in having come to the Institute for Justice and Democracy in Haiti from a background in having studied international human rights in Strasbourg, France, at the International Institute of Human Rights as well as being involved with the International Human Rights Committee for the American Bar Association as a vice chair.  It was after the earthquake in Haiti that I, along with one other attorney, developed a -- the Haiti taskforce for the American Bar Association, and in working with the ABA’s taskforce and the Institute for Justice and Democracy in Haiti, IJDH, this has become a human rights issue for me personally and for the Institute for Justice and Democracy in Haiti.  


There’ve been so many different views on what should happen with the election and who should be in office, and at IJDH, we’ve taken the stance that there just needs to be a new election, and annul the November 28 election, and have a new election.  The recount would only support the election that was tainted from having the temporary electoral commission that was in place illegally, selecting candidates, and at the same time the candidates that were not included in the election process.  So IJDH has issued a report prior to the election asking that the U.S. Government and the international donors not support this election but instead wait for the electoral commission to be in place, that could have the appropriate political process and the democratic process as was necessary so that there was a fair, free, and inclusive election.  Many of the responses, though, have been that we can’t afford -- the Haitian government can’t afford a new election.  It would be too expensive.  And I wanted to somewhat speak to that in terms of the amount that it cost to have the election, $30 million approximately.  And when you consider $30 million for a person that has $1 million doesn’t seem like -- it seems like a lot to the person that has much, it seem -- doesn’t seem like very much to ask for.  


The new president that comes into office will be responsible for managing approximately $11 billion, $12 billion in aid that’s going to Haiti.  At this point, having someone in office who was not chosen by the people could in fact create a serious problem even to the extent of a national crisis.  The democratic process, if it doesn't work in the electoral process, eventually with the people speaking out in the streets, and the rioting, and the -- even potentially violence, they will have their voices heard, so by having someone in place that the people have chosen and everyone’s voice is heard, that’s why an inclusive election seems to be the only answer, an annulment of the November 28 election and a new election.  The person that’s in charge that will be responsible for managing the $11 billion that's -- the new president that actually takes over, has to be trusted by the people in order to make decisions.  There will be so many issues in the reconstruction process and decisions to be made, specifically, people will continue to be displaced, and the people must feel comfortable with the person that’s in a leadership position.  


There’s also concern regarding the timing and if in fact this is realistic.  Haiti’s constitution does in fact allow for the election to take place.  There’s some question as to if President Préval will stay in office past the February 7 inauguration date.  He was put in office in May, and so he has argued that he has a few extra months that he can stay in office, and the constitution also allows for a February 7 to February 7 time of serving.  At this point, if Préval stayed in office, that would be an interim time that there would still be leadership in office while the new elections are taking place.  It’s -- I think it would serve the donor countries as well as the United States and the international community to push for a new election, not necessarily just in acceptance of the OAS report because that only serves to further support the election that was already tainted.


Mr. BAPTISTE.  Yes, good evening.  I would thank Congressman Conyers who invited me to come and speak tonight as well as thank you for coming.  And I know it's going to snow very soon so I'm going be very short.  Again, the purpose for today’s meeting really is to talk about a reconstruction as well as a [unintelligible] problem that we're having in Haiti.  A year ago, as we all know, that Haiti would change forever, and is that after a few seconds, all housing [unintelligible] you will have all but 300 people die on the earthquake.  A year later, there’s a lot of changes been made, and there’s the fact that they want to have a board put in place to have the [unintelligible] construction process, but up to now as everybody on the panel would agree, that people are still out on the street, and we're still trying to figure out what’s going on and how we can get involved.  


Again, my name is Joe Baptiste, and [unintelligible] taskforce that want to know how we on the diaspora [spelled phonetically] can get involved in Haiti in the reconstruction process, and so far nobody can give us an answer as yet even though we started on day one as far as after the earthquake to help, but we need more.  We need to have a very consistent effort as far as there's $11 billion that has been pledged to do reconstruction in Haiti, but we want to see something done right away for the people.  We’re here to help the people.  When we’re talking about the election and the people still out in the street we are very appalled.  However, we understand that the need to have government in place to proceed with the reconstructions.  That’s why I agree with the member of the panels that pointed out that the election process itself was really not up to the best.  Again, this is beyond my pay grade.  Only thing I can say is that the fact that the OAS report recommended two candidates to go and move [spelled phonetically] forward for the next round [spelled phonetically], only thing I can say about that's our hope that the next round will be better organized than the first one.  


If you're looking at the organization system of the first election, number one, on 2006 and at 2000, they have four million people registered for that election, whereas in this one they do have 4.7 million.  However, only one -- less than one million actually be able to vote.  2006, you have a number of -- how many people voted in 2006, [unintelligible] 53 [unintelligible] percent people actually voted, whereas this one you only have 22 percent, so for so -- only reason's the fact that the organizational [spelled phonetically] system of the election was not well done.  In 2006, I believe that you can projected they [spelled phonetically] had more than 10,000 -- both why [spelled phonetically] people came out to vote and this time they have maybe 1,000.  


So when you put numbers of $30 million being spent on the election, everybody be asking where that money’s been spent.  So this is question everybody be asking.  So we hope that on the next one is going to be better organized and where people will be able to actually get the will to vote for a candidate that will move forward.  Now, only thing about Haiti, we're here for national reconciliation.  In order for us to move forward, we have to really take examples of what’s happening in other countries, like [unintelligible] South Africa, where everybody come to the table and recognize they’re [spelled phonetically] what has been done over the past year or wherever another, for the country to be rebuilt, we had to move forward.  We as Haitians have to really sit down around the table and see if we can actually analyze how we can actually move forward, how we can do it like any other area and like any other person.  We really have to sit back, and stop going back into the past, and start planning for the future.  And that’s only way I can think we can move forward in the rebuilding process, and I’m hoping that all of us to include [unintelligible] Diaspora [spelled phonetically] to be part of that building process.  Thank you.


Mr. MORRELL.  Hi, I’m James Morrell with the Haiti Democracy Project.  I want to thank Congressmen Conyers for having this panel.  The main thing I want to do today is to take you to Haiti to see that election that took place on November 28 through the eyes of our own Haitian electoral observers.  This time we had 58 electoral observers, and I want you to look at this also because you are people who cared enough about Haiti to come out today in the middle of a snowstorm.  I want you to think about the possibility of yourselves perhaps being observers in one of the upcoming Haitian elections because election observation can be very important for a country like Haiti to validate a good process and to point out areas of correction, but as you’ll see from these slides, electoral observation in Haiti is not for everyone.  You’ll have to tap it to make it move.  Oh, here we are.  Okay, we start with -- we’ll have to turn down the lights a little if we’re going to see any of this.  


MALE SPEAKER.  It’s here.


[talking simultaneously] 


Mr. MORRELL.  Oh, here we go, okay.  You’re going to see this through the eyes of our actual Haitian observers.  Pythagore [spelled phonetically] was one of our best observers.  He had been an electoral official himself -- the next one, the next one -- and one of the major problems that all of our observers found was that half the people came and their names were not on the lists.  This was deliberate to reduce the turnout.  As Dr. Baptiste has mentioned, we had over -- close to 60 percent in the year 2006 who voted, and we’re down to 20 percent this time.  The lower the turnout in an election, the easier it is to get away with the fraud.  As he said, the people were demonstrating because they were not allowed to vote even though they had valid voter’s cards and they were told that this was a place to go to vote -- the next one. 


And so our own observer says, “They had a reason to be disorderly because they were supposed to be able to vote.”  Moving on, we found in some of the other areas that there was proficiency in the voting places.  The major problem was people not being able to vote.  I’m talking about Port-au-Prince now where it was relatively calm.  The next one.  Then we have our next observer, Velita Obas [spelled phonetically].  That’s her.  This is one of her forms [spelled phonetically].  And what Velita did, some way, somehow, she was able to collect the actual count from 17 different polling places, which is a record for all of her observation missions.  The next one, there, she's doing her tally sheet.  The next one, then we had Gilbert Destinoble [spelled phonetically].  He was not only a member of a BV [spelled phonetically], he was the supervisor of a voting center in the 2006 elections, and again in the 2009.  He was supposed to be participating in this one but somehow mysteriously at the last minute they didn’t use him.  The next one.  This is just an example of his return.  The next one.  At this particular voting center he said that the place was practically shut down, you couldn’t get there, and that the election would have to be invalidated there.  


The situation was different at various voting centers.  Next, here we have Marissa Lenge [spelled phonetically], also well educated, next, and just an example of her good handwriting.  Next, and she took this count -- in Port-au-Prince, most of the vote was for Sweet Micky, Martelly [spelled phonetically], the first one, and this polling place it was 74.  For the government candidate, [unintelligible], it was 11, and for Merlin Managat [spelled phonetically] it was 22 in this particular BV.  Happened all over Port-au-Prince pretty much like this.  Next, next, here are a couple more of our observers.  Okay, now let’s move the scene to the Nord-Est [spelled phonetically] Province.  Next, here you can see at the voting center people milling around looking for where they’re supposed to vote.  As we’ve noted, half the people who came out to try to vote did not find their names on the list.  Next, here you can see our -- the Haiti Democracy Project observers beginning to deploy around the voting center.  You can hardly see them, but here they are, some of our observers just getting ready to go.  Here are some of their cards [spelled phonetically].  We had, all together 50 of these observers in [unintelligible].  Next one, here’s a whole bunch more of them.  Here are a few of the photos of them.  


Now we’ll get to a couple of their reports.  All right.  This observer reported that there was a mob that ran through the voting center, and this happened all over Ouanaminthe.  "The security agents told me to get out because there were armed men shooting and vandalizing.  I left around 3.45 p.m. because there was no security,” he writes here in his observation report.  The next one, yes, the next one, Fritz [spelled phonetically] reported -- to the question, “Where was MINUSTAH?” he said, “There’s some doubt that they were even there because, despite the violence against the people -- the voters by the partisans of the Inutay [spelled phonetically] Party, the governing party.  MINUSTAH didn’t do anything to protect the people voting.  As far as the Haitian National Police, they wear kid gloves towards the partisans.”  Next, he reports there was rock throwing, bottle throwing, threats, and physical aggression, broken windows, torn up ballots, injuries to poll watchers and to the observers of the Haiti Democracy Project, and this was all done by the Inutay, the governing party, folks who were on the scene.  


Next, again, our -- [unintelligible], our -- another observer says there was shots, rock throwing.  This is her report down here.  Next, the police would arrest the Inutay partisans and just let them go a few minutes later.  Also she reported vote buying going on in the vicinity.  Next, it started off well but soon they were stuffing the ballot boxes with unsigned votes.  People were voting without IDs.  There was fighting between the parties, rock throwing, shots in the air all the time that forced the polling places to close around 1.00 p.m.  


Okay, that’s the end of this particular presentation, but tomorrow at 1.30, Supreme Court Conference Room, we will have more.  We’ll have someone from the OAS Technical Mission, whom we’ve been talking about, and we’ll describe that procedure.  Okay, I just had a couple of concluding points to make.  I think -- I -- the first is that you’re all invited to think about -- we’re going to put in for an enlarged mission to go to Haiti for the next round because if you can get enough electoral observers there from the United States, and each of them can organize a group of Haitian observers, we can begin to achieve some real coverage, and we can concentrate them on the areas where the most fraud was actually detected.  And again, tomorrow we’ll have someone from the OAS Technical Mission to explain their method, and that’ll be tomorrow at 1.30 at the Supreme Court West Conference Room.  Thank you.


[break] 


Mr. LUCAS.  Bonsoir, bonsoir [spelled phonetically].  [French]  My name is Stanley Lucas, and I am a Haitian.  I am the cochairman of the greater Washington Haiti Relief Committee.  It’s a humanitarian organization that we put in place back in 2007 to bring relief to victims of Haitian disasters.  As you know, Haiti have to deal every year from June 1 to November 30 to deal with the hurricanes, and we are sitting now on three fault lines.  And so my first point, what we are dealing today has [spelled phonetically] Haitian -- and thank you, Congressman, for having me -- often in Washington, you’ll find a lot of people talking for us, Haitians, and you find very -- Haitians talking about Haiti in D.C. and New York at the United Nations, so I do appreciate that.  And today it’s basically I will be advocating for the people of my country, and they are going through a lot.  And you have been a really, really big supporter of the country, and thank you for that.  


As you know, since prior to the earthquake, the country had to deal with difficult circumstances, but something that you should know, I am one of those Haitian who believe that the failure of the country is not base on international conspiracies.  First is the failure of governance.  From 1804 until today, we had very few presidents who did work for our country.  So we don’t have to go outside to see where the problem is.  So if we [spelled phonetically] need to address the various issues, we need to deal with the issue of governance.  Five-hundred thousand -- 300,000 people died on January 12, and 500,000 families lost their residence.  As you know, in Haiti, it’s key, economically, because when you need to borrow money to do a small business in the street, or pay for the scholarship of your kid, usually you go borrow money based on your house.  Today you have 500,000 families without a residence, so that has social negative impact on each family.  


I’m here to show you that the failure is the failure of governance.  On October 7, 2002, the government of Haiti received a report saying clearly that the country would have to face an earthquake sooner than later.  We had eight years to prepare.  The government never did anything, didn’t put in place construction code, civic education, an emergency preparedness plan.  So, again, if we want to help Haiti, we need to address the matter of governance.  So on January 12, the government was not ready.  Haitians were helping Haitians.  [unintelligible] President Préval was not there, the prime minister, the government collapsed.  The United States on the request of our ambassador came to help Haitians, and with the Haitian Diaspora [spelled phonetically].  Dr. Baptiste and I, we work together right after we sent [unintelligible] 600 or 700 doctors, Haitian-American doctors to Haiti to help out.  


Again, to give you an idea of the condition prior to the earthquake, most of the house built were -- between 1990 and 2010, and in poor condition, and you can understand that.  They said in communication, a picture is worth 1,000 words, so you can see what happened.  No urban planning, the government allowed people to build the way they want and how they want, and we paid heavily for that on January 12, 2010.  So this is what happened after the earthquake because, you know, a state like California or a country like Mexico, they put in place policies that help them deal with earthquakes.  Our governments for the past 20, 50 years was not preparing for that.  So some of the pictures are quite shocking.  Those are the people in the street after January 12 without an emergency plan, that was difficult to deal with that situation.  


On top of it, we inherited [spelled phonetically] from [spelled phonetically] the United Nation a cholera epidemic.  They are trying to say it’s not them, but there is a study from France and one from the United States saying that -- the one from the United States is saying that the cholera came from South Asia, and the one from France say clearly it came from Nepal with the Nepalese soldiers of the U.N., but the U.N. just appointed their own panel to investigate.  We'll know the results probably before even they publish that report.  That’s the face of the epidemic.  They are 100,000 -- 120,000 people that are contaminated and [unintelligible] the official number 4,500 [spelled phonetically] dead, but for us we know it’s a 175 hundred [spelled phonetically] dead.  And there is a polio epidemic which just started in the northwestern part of the country.  


This is the MINUSTAH truck dumping the sewage of the Nepalese soldiers into the [unintelligible] River which [spelled phonetically] connected to the [unintelligible].  Going back to the [unintelligible], and we have also videos of that.  We talk a bit about the money.  There are $1.4 billion donated in private donation by the American people.  There [spelled phonetically] are 155 NGOs and foundation [unintelligible] money.  No Haitians are involved, and we don’t know where the money is because we have two million Haitians living in camps.  The official number is 17 -- is 1.7 million.  Why I am saying two million, after 500 -- the U.N. does not count camps that are less than 500 people.  


This is what we want as Haitians.  This is what President Préval wants, and this is what the international.  You can see there is a disconnect between the needs of Haitian and international policies.  We know that at the root of every single program [spelled phonetically] in Haiti is corruption.  This is what we are dealing today with the return of Duvalier.  We have three president, two former president, and the current president.  They are faced with embezzlement.  President Duvalier stole, according to General Accounting Office, $600 million in 14 years.  President [unintelligible], $250 million according to our General Accounting Office, their official report, and President Préval [unintelligible] $400 million.  Both -- all three presidents killed and tortured people.  The Haitian Human Rights Organization have the report available for anyone who want to consult them.  


So we are facing with a big challenge.  What do we do to deal with those presidents?  How do we set an example to ensure in the future that Haitian president cannot steal our money and cannot use political power to kill and torture people?  This is what we are dealing with.  We knew Haitians, since the beginning, that President Préval was planning an electoral coup, and the strategy has seven steps, put in place a provisional electoral council controlled by him, manipulate the voter registration lists, inflate the CB [spelled phonetically] machinery with his party's supporters, and change the results.  Haitian artists have a really personal and strange way to describe things.  This is President Préval on his computer saying, “Despite the fact that I have all the cards in my hand, I cannot deliver my candidate,” because, as you know, the Haitians stood up and say no on election day to the electoral coup.  To have an idea of how was the process that day, and when they talk about the OAS report, those picture, they speak for themselves [spelled phonetically].  


This is [unintelligible] operative, stuffing ballot boxes, and changing tally sheets.  That was his own election just there [spelled phonetically].  To give you an idea on how the tally sheets were manipulated, this one was at the polling station, and this one at the tabulation center of the CB.  This is the same ballot.  At the polling station, Inutay got 11 votes in the tabulation center they put one and give him 11, and 90 percent of the tally sheets are like that.  


How do we move forward?  We Haitians right now, we are very -- we talk very negatively about the international community because the frustration is toward our people that are living in tents, and the Haitians that we present [unintelligible] Commission are frustrated, we are frustrated with the NGOs, the money, we are very grateful that the U.S. Congress provided I think $1.5 billion to Haiti since July, and the American people were very generous, but the money’s not getting there.  There is a disconnect between what’s been given and what’s been delivered.  So for every $10 spent in Haiti, we Haitians, we are getting three cents.  When I said "we," the government, civil society, the Haitian Diaspora, we have been put aside.  So the criticism is directed to foreigners.  


Sometimes President Clinton as well is criticized because he has so many title.  I don’t know if it’s his staff, but it’s not getting there, and that’s why if you look at of -- the segment of the 12 members of the Commission, they were really frustrated last week.  So that’s the frustration of Haitian artists on how the reconstruction is going, and you will see that Haitian artists believe that they don’t control anything.  That’s President Obama gives [spelled phonetically] us money.  It's how -- the perception of Haitian artists of what’s going on.  


Here it’s a clear picture, Haiti pre-earthquake, post-earthquake, and you see how things are.  So we think by having Haitian authorities, and Haitian civil society, and the Haitian Diaspora involved, we can do some positive [unintelligible].  The first thing that we think can be done according to [unintelligible], an expert in reconstruction, we can take off the street one million Haitian in less than seven months with $200 million.  When you think that the Red Cross has $460 million on hand, Oxfam, $100 million, UNISEF, $150, World Vision, $100 million, and the 1.4 and the 1.5 -- with $200 million we can take off the street one million people in seven months, and it can be done, to repair 127 houses, repair.  So I’m not going to spend much time on this proposal, it’s too long, because we have to go quicker.  


So we think that the country can be different.  We are a small country.  We are a very proud people as Haitians.  Some of you do know that we were the first black independent country of the world.  We also came to Savannah, Georgia, and fight with you guys when you are trying to get your independence from the British.  We provided [unintelligible] soldiers to Bolivar [spelled phonetically], to liberate the Latin American countries.  When Hitler was killing the Jews in Europe, we provided passports to 30,000 Jews to save their lives, so what we are doing and what we are asking for is not mendacity [spelled phonetically], it’s solidarity.  Solidarity means use our institution, use our expertise, and change the framework of a -- the way the framework is right now is not working for us.  Thank you, and if you have any question I’ll be happy to answer.


MALE SPEAKER.  Very good.  Thank you.  Thank you very much.


MALE SPEAKER.  So we’d like to open up the floor for a few brief questions for any of the panelists.  I guess we could start in the back with Burt Wides.  Oh, and if possible, would you please come up to the front and ask your question into the microphone if -- so that the stenographer can get the questions.


[low audio] 


MALE SPEAKER.  I thought they were very effective presentations, particularly by Jim Morrell, about the problems with the election, the last two presentations.  But as bad as it was, my impression is that the fix was in before that and what real -- the more important problem was the degree to which parties and candidates were excluded.  I wonder if Congressman Conyers was in an election in Detroit, and the election council excluded all the Democratic parties, and there were one or two very small Republican parties that had a few former Democrats running with them, whether he would agree with the State Department fellow that it reflected the will of the people.  And I think the problem with the OAS report and 15 candidates for president -- 15 parties, including the most popular ones were excluded by President Préval’s CEP [spelled phonetically] -- and I think the problem with the OAS report is that they only address the question of which two of the three candidates should be elected, but that was after the majority pulled out.  So I wanted to ask Attorney Brown if you could elaborate because I think people in Congress assume, as the State Department said, that whatever the problems, we have to move on, we got to focus on reconstruction and get to that, get a government in place.  If you could just explain a little more what I thought was your point, that in the long run, not redoing the election would actually undermine the prospects for reconstruction and redevelopment.


Ms. BROWN.  Absolutely, thank you.  In essence, the election process -- the OSA report that says, “Take the two top candidates -- or the three top candidates, and have a runoff election,” with the provisional electoral council that was already put in place by President Préval, the process didn’t allow for what the constitution required, a electoral council to select the nominees for the candidacies.  At this point, the way the election fell, President Préval was able to somewhat handpick all of the potential candidates from -- let’s say there were nine parties that were to be -- nine groups that were to be represented, two people from each group were selected, and President Préval was able to select one from each of the two that were submitted.  That’s somewhat handpicking who you would want to represent.  And by not allowing the -- a large group of people to be represented -- for example, the largest political party in Haiti, the Lavalas, as well as the most supported group wasn’t even allowed in the election, there were issues with Wyclef Jean even being put on the ballot, maybe not necessarily the best candidate, but there’s still questions as to, “Well, why not?"  We’ve never received a response as to why different candidates have been excluded, so in terms of just being [spelled phonetically] opening the floor for communication and discussion and clearly indicating what the political process is.  Part of this is just a matter of being an inclusive election and allowing the Haitian community to be a part of the process, and for those that want to be on the ballot, to have an opportunity to do so fairly and to be included in the process.


Mr. LUCAS.  Let me get [spelled phonetically] the story straight.  The institution who should manage our election is the provisional electoral council according to Article 289 of our constitution.  What President Préval did, he manipulated the process and put his people to manage the election.  As a result of that, the departmental, and regional, and municipal electoral offices were controlled by Inutay, allowing them to manipulate the electoral list, the registration list, the list -- selection of the candidates.  But when it comes to the parties who did not participate, you have four coalitions and one political party who did not participate.  They boycotted the process.  You have Liberation [spelled phonetically], Assembly [spelled phonetically], Alternative [spelled phonetically], and the case of Fanmi Lavalas is quite special.  There is a tension between our former president, Jean-Bertrand Aristide, and the people responsible for the party in Haiti.  They wanted to participate in the process but they needed a signed affidavit from President Aristide.  They didn’t get that from him.  


So the provisional electoral council, according to our political party law of June 20, 1987, cannot intervene in that district.  Second, it is important to know that Fanmi Lavalas is one of the important party in Haiti.  They got six seats on 99 in the House after the 2006 election and three Senate seat on 30 after the 2006.  So when I hear people say majority party, I said, “No.”  It’s one of the political party -- respected political party in Haiti, but it’s not the majority party of the country.  After the 2006 election, you have alliance coalition who got 10 seats in the Senate and 20 seats in the House, and you have [unintelligible] coalition with similar representatives.  So it’s important that also we know one of the major problem that we are dealing as [spelled phonetically] Haitian basically with former president and current president, each of them, they have a -- I’m sorry to use that word -- bunch of big fat cat lawyers in Washington getting $50,000 on the monthly business of retainer for two or three meetings, 15 minutes meetings in Washington.  This is legal, but it’s important for us as Haitian to understand that when you have lobbyists in Washington portraying things as the way they are and Haitian institution do not have those people in Washington to do that, that’s why it’s important sometimes to invite Haitians in panels to come and talk about those realities.  


We Haitians are against that our president is still in exile despite the fact just like Duvalier we have questions for him according to Article 41 of our constitution, nobody should live in exile.  The President should be back home but, at the same time, the same way here in the United States when President Nixon violated the Constitution, you did some stuff about it.  When you have those problem here, you know how to deal with your leaders.  For example, Republican Congressman Traficant, when he did things that were wrong, you sanction him.  When Deputy Congressman Jefferson [spelled phonetically] -- they found him with $90,000 in his freezer here, you have a system to deal with those leaders [spelled phonetically].  Our big challenge as Haitian today, it’s people like President Aristide, President Duvalier, and President Préval that stole taxpayers’ money and use their power to kill people or put people in jail in bad condition, we don’t have yet the framework to deal with them, and this is the challenge for us as Haitian.


Ms. LEE.  There is just a couple of things I wanted to respond to because I think that once again the description of the facts is really important.  I mean, one of the things -- and Tamara’s the expert, so I should probably allow her to speak to this, but I just want to state that the fact that the CEP was still interim is also a factor in why it was problematic because had the CEP actually gone through the full process of vetting and not had [spelled phonetically] remained interim, it would have been more difficult for President Préval to, quote, unquote, "handpick."  I hear what Mr. Lucas is saying regarding the nature of Fanmi Lavalas, although I don’t think any of us can say what the relationship or what the communications were between former President Aristide and the heads of the party in Port-au-Prince, because none of us were there unless maybe you --


Mr. LUCAS.  [unintelligible]


Ms. LEE.  -- you were on the phone with them.  I’m not sure, but I know I wasn’t.  And so I don’t know what those communications are, but this is what I do know.  I do know that in the 2006 election, many Lavalas candidates for Senate seats were harassed, and one was even killed, and his name was Lovinsky Pierre-Antoine.  And he was the leader of a popular movement in Haiti, and he has disappeared, and no one has seen him since.  And so there were many reasons why Lavalas as a popular movement and a popular party did not hold seats, and a lot of it had to do with the repression under the interim government.  And the other thing that I want to say is, you know, I’m not one of those attorneys that you talk about getting $50,000 for many of the candidates --


Mr. LUCAS.  [inaudible] -- not talking about you.


Ms. LEE.  That’s good.  And I think -- and I also want to say, too, Mr. Lucas, I know it is important to have Haitians on the panel, to hear their voices from all different sectors.  I think that if we had Haitians from women’s groups, Haitians from workers’ organizations, Haitians from all over the country, not just in Port-au-Prince, but in the rural areas, whether they were in the Lavalas party or not, they would say that the Lavalas party is still a significant movement and a significant party.  And to say less, I mean, there’s places to disagree, but to misrepresent where that movement stands, I just think that is beneath the panel.


Mr. DANIELS.  I just wanted to make a couple remarks.  [unintelligible] First, I had a question, because I think that the -- and again, based on a recommendation that we had made about the nature -- having an interim government -- an interim government of national reconstruction, because we actually anticipated that this mess would happen, and this -- not in every detail of it -- my understanding is that President Préval, because -- is it Ms. Brown -- 


Ms. BROWN.  Yes.


Mr. DANIELS.   -- the whole issue of Préval staying on or not seems to me should be taken off the table, because I understand there are provisions where the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court --


Mr. LUCAS. 149

Mr. DANIELS.   -- could in fact create a process for -- an interim process.  Now, for me -- and, Joe, one of the points that you made about justice and reconciliation is one which you may recall we talked about some time ago when we had a briefing up maybe over a year and a half ago -- I only mention it because I think there will come a time when these issues will have to be aired, and it will have to be a process of justice and reconciliation.  I re-raised that.  I said it in that room and everybody was, like, silent.  Nobody said -- because they -- the 900-pound gorilla in the room is how are you going to reconcile and deal with the events that happened in February of whatever that -- whatever the year was.  I mean, Haitians are going to have to face that.  The other thing that seems to me is this, when President Préval was elected, if I recall correctly, he did not get the 51 percent required by the Constitution.  


Mr. LUCAS. Forty-nine.


Mr. DANIELS.  He got 49 percent, right?  And somehow or another people got together and said, "Well, you know, [unintelligible] got 11 percent.  Why are we going to go through this again?"  Maybe they should have gone again.  I don't know.  But the point is people kind of had a consensus that it made sense not to do this election again.  My point is I don’t know what the percentage of Lavalas would be, but I don’t like the idea of using bureaucratic methods to exclude political parties that we know have a proven track record and history.


MALE SPEAKER.  I agree with that.


Mr. DANIELS.  So, I mean, whether President Aristide did or did not sign, whether there were two or three Lavalases [spelled phonetically] claiming or not, my position was if there are three Lavalases claiming, let them  all in --


MALE SPEAKER.  I agree with that.


Mr. DANIELS.  -- on some reasonable basis, because then you can really find out, you know, what the real deal is. 


MALE SPEAKER.  I agree with that.


Mr. DANIELS.  We won't have to speculate about how strong they are, or are not, so forth, and so on.  So I don’t like this idea of the bureaucratic exclusion, you know?  And so that’s the other point I wanted to make, and I still think it is possible to talk about a process by which this election is redone and redone on the basis of people coming together around some reasonable consensus, because I think we have to get away from this zero sum divisive --


MALE SPEAKER.  [unintelligible]


Mr. DANIELS.  -- we’ve got to -- this -- Haiti has to come first.  The political -- I agree with you on one point.  And I just wrote an article about it.  It’s entitled “Enlightened Leadership Required to Build," I mean, you know, and I’ll share it with you.  I just shot this out just now.  "There has to be a consensus in the elite, the political class, and among representatives of the masses obviously that Haiti comes first.  So we have to [unintelligible] right [spelled phonetically], sit around the table, and [spelled phonetically] say, "How do we make this process right?" and not redoing this election is a prescription for the same old, same old.


MALE SPEAKER.  I agree.


Mr. DANIELS.  I mean, and I just [unintelligible] --


Mr. LUCAS.  And, Congressman, I would like to add, I observe election in 35 countries around the world, Afghanistan, Africa, Latin America.  One thing Congress does sometimes is to put benchmarks ensuring that money disbursed for election, for example, in Haiti are properly used and the democratic process is moving well, ensuring that all the democratic parties can participate, ensuring that civil society can be involved, ensuring that the CEP managing the election is independent and nonpartisan.  And I don’t know why for Haiti there is no benchmark attached to the election money.


Mr. DANIELS.  I just wanted to make one other quick point -- I’m sorry for talking so much -- and that -- because I heard that made by the deputy director for USAID, and I’ve had to argue with some of my Haitian friends about this -- the fact that there were people who were associated with Lavalas who were leading candidates or who were candidates is not the same thing as Lavalas officially being in the process.  They’re two different things.  You can’t say, "Well, we have -- oh, well, we have Lavalas people that --" no, no, no, no, that’s not how it works.  You know, Lavalas has to be in [spelled phonetically].  And then you might have had Lavalas and some people who disagreed with Lavalas who were for me [spelled phonetically], that’s all fine -- right.  But you can’t say because this person used to be or was associated with that for that makes it legitimate.  It does not.  So I just wanted to -- oh.


MALE SPEAKER.  Okay, great, are there any other questions from the crowd?  Go ahead, Kathleen.


Ms. SENGSTOCK.  Thank you.  Hello, thank you.  I’m Kathleen Sengstock with Congresswoman Maxine Waters.  Now, it seems to me that for people outside of Préval, and his party, and his CEP, there seems to be two different ways of looking at what do we do about the elections now?  One is the OAS approach, which is, you know, just look at the OAS's report, and the OAS report came to the conclusion that "Well, Martelly got more votes than Celestine, so we should proceed to a runoff with Manigot versus Martelly instead of Manigot versus Celestine."  

The other approach I’ve seen is that while the elections were flawed from the very beginning, they were flawed before election day, they were flawed from at least a point in time when CEP decided that large numbers of candidates would not be allowed to run including many Lavalas candidates, and that the process was flawed on the day of the elections where even people who were not boycotting but wanted to vote would get there and discover they couldn’t vote because they couldn’t find their names on the list so we have no idea who they might have voted for.  
And so that -- it seems to me the people who take that approach think there should be a whole new election organized by a whole new CEP that is set up independently of Préval.  

And I was wondering -- I mean, it seems to me that there’s a large variety of different views represented on this panel, some people that are very sympathetic to Lavalas and some people much less so, but I was wondering if the different people on the panel could indicate what each of you think should be done about the elections at this time.


Mr. LUCAS.  Thank you for your question.  Among the Haitian political actors, there are two solutions right now that they are discussing.  The first one according to the OAS, using the OAS report, organize a runoff between Martelly and Manigot, and [unintelligible] of legislative election with a new CEP in November.  That’s the fist scenario.  

The second scenario discuss is when President Préval term is over, February 7, 2011, trigger Article 149 of the Constitution, replace him by a judge of our Supreme Court with the new CEP, organize general election for president, 30 senators, 99 deputies, and 140 mayors in November.  Those are the two scenarios right now in discussion among the Haitian political actors.  


Ms. SENGSTOCK.  Just to clarify, there's -- the second one you described, that will mean large numbers of candidates could run for president, and we could be starting from scratch?


Mr. LUCAS.  Right.


Ms. SENGSTOCK.  And which one if either are you prepared to recommend at this point?  


Mr. LUCAS.  Myself --


Ms. SENGSTOCK.  [unintelligible]   


Mr. LUCAS.  -- I’m not taking a position on any of them.  We are following -- because things are going to unfold pretty quick.  We have 11 days to go.  The term of the president is over.  If he does not resign and he try to stay in office illegally, violating Article 134 of our constitution, saying that you cannot go over your term, people are going to take the street and getting off the National Palace.  So they need to find a solution in the next seven, eight days, so which one, I don’t know.


Mr. CONYERS.  Well, can you -- would you be willing to think about this tonight, and come back tomorrow, and let us know?  Because 11 days is a very short time for a matter of this importance and this is what makes this meeting so absolutely critical.  All of you have been here for hours, and this is deeply appreciated.  But I think especially with your knowledge, Mr. Lucas, unless you were planning to intervene in a way that you don’t want to reveal to us this evening --


[laughter]

-- we want --


Mr. LUCAS.  I have no [unintelligible].


Mr. CONYERS.  -- we want to gain the benefit of all of this experience, and expertise, and constitutional knowledge that you have.  You know, in the end the question's going to be what do we collectively do?  And, of course, you have -- look, when we vote there’s a light on the board that says "Present," and it means you didn’t take a position one way or the other.  But I want to try to coax you into taking a --


Mr. LUCAS.  Position.


Mr. CONYERS.  -- position if you feel that it would help us all.  


Mr. LUCAS.  But no matter what happen, Congressman, the one of will not happen prior to February 7, meaning President Préval and the current CEP will not organize, no matter whether the scenario is a runoff between Martelly and Manigot, and postpone the legislative election, or organize all election together, President Préval will not be the one organizing it, because you don’t -- from now to February 7 the country -- my country will not organize the election.  So on February 7, you have a change of the guard anyway.  And that might happen that a new president said, "Well, let’s put this thing in the garbage and start over."  So…


Mr. CONYERS.  Can we --


Ms. SENGSTOCK.  [unintelligible]


Mr. CONYERS.  Sure.  Please do.


Ms. SENGSTOCK.  It sounds like, while you’re not taking a -- it sounds, if I understand you, while you’re not taking a position on whether or not we should proceed -- or Haiti should proceed to a runoff between Martelly and Manigot or whether they should scrap it and do a whole new election, it sounds like the thing you are taking a position on and that you think is very important is that Préval not extend his term and that he leave on February 7.


Mr. LUCAS.  Exactly.  And it’s where I think you’re going to have a battle in country between civil society, the political forces against Préval asking him to leave because his term is over, and his lobbyists in Washington who said, "We’ll say for the stability of the country he has to stay until the president is elected."


Ms. SENGSTOCK.  Okay, thank you, and I would like to hear the views of other people on the panel as well.


Mr. Morrell.  Okay, I think the situation with the elections poses another one of these Haitian dilemmas.  There are no good answers to this dilemma at all, and this was true before the election came around in November because as you have pointed out on the panel, parties are excluded.  Other parties had to boycott because the thing was obviously going to be rigged.  What do you do in a case like that?  Do you stand aside and not take part, or do you take your chances and go into the process?  That was the dilemma that faced all Haiti before this election, and there is no good answer to it.  There’s an argument on either side.  

But what did happen was that 1.1 million people did vote.  Certain candidates made the runoff.  They have followings.  Their -- an attempt has been made to correct the presidential election.  No such attempt has been made to correct the legislative election.  So you could have -- you could perhaps come through and have a president that is chosen out of this process and they’ll have a legislature that was largely fraudulently elected.  So you have to make that differentiation there, too.  So I have no answer, but I think that the fact that they’ve -- a process is underway to correct at least the presidential elections, and that might be a preferable way to going than leaving Haiti totally adrift for as long as it would take to reorganize those elections.  


Mr. CONYERS.  But what do you think the role of former President Bill Clinton, the American Embassy, and those of us outside of the government of Haiti who are interested in us coming to as reasonable a solution as possible should be?  This is -- this gets down -- after all of this great information that’s been disseminated here, the question is what do we recommend our government to do, and what would be ideal solutions?  The one thing that I haven’t heard articulated here is that if he doesn’t come out of office in 11 days, you’re going to have the --


Mr. LUCAS.  Instability.


Mr. CONYERS.  -- the biggest riot, or revolution, or outbreak of continued violence that will even worsen the present situation.  And it seems to me that our recommendations ought to flow from that unhoped-for prospect that might or could happen.  And so we come to the end of this session with the question of where do we collectively go from here and what recommendations would you like to see us take care of.  


Ms. LEE.  I’d like to answer that in part, an answer that we‘ve had all along.  I mean, in terms of what Kathleen has proposed, you know, completely flawed, scrap it, or the OAS approach, our partners -- and again, our partners are worker rights organizations, women's groups, those sorts of grassroots organizations on the ground -- they have been saying from the beginning it was flawed, it was flawed months before the election actually took place, and so that’s where we would have to stand, that it’s flawed from the beginning and it needs to be completely redone.  

But here’s the caveat, from working in Washington and watching this process unfold, when we started coming to your offices in mid-January after the earthquake, one of the things that we were very concerned about was how we were going to deal with the election that we knew was coming up.  And one of the things that didn’t happen for all sorts of reasons is no extra money was put into actually making sure the elections happened in an appropriate manner.  There was no -- we did not use even the mechanisms that we used in our own country after Katrina.  There were no polling stations really for people who were living in IDP camps.  It was very difficult for people to find where they were going.  All of that takes a significant amount of money, and the money that the U.S. Government could have provided for it, they did not.  

And so the truth of the matter is, and what I tell our partners when they tell me "This is flawed, we need to scrap it," I say, "Yes, but what if it happens the exact same way it happened before?  You have -- you’d -- fine, you don’t have the interim CEP.  Préval’s gone, okay, so he’s the one that we’re going to say is bad for the moment, fine.  Let’s say that Préval is terrible.  We're just going to have the same thing happen if we do not make sure that we have the infrastructure put in place to ensure that the poorest, poorest woman in the rural area with five kids trying to sell mangoes can get to the polling place in a way that, you know, is dignified, and in a way that makes sure that she -- that her rights are represented.  And so it really is going to take the U.S. Government support.  And so, yeah, again, we say that, you know, this is an unfair election, it was absolutely flawed from the beginning, but the next one will be flawed, too, unless it has your support.


Mr. CONYERS.  The question [unintelligible] --


Mr. LUCAS.  I want to say something.


Mr. CONYERS.  -- [unintelligible] is that analysis is great, but the question is what do we do?  I agree with you.


Mr. LUCAS.  But no one can do -- I mean, we all --


Mr. CONYERS.  We've got to -- we've got to do something besides agree that it was flawed, and it will likely be flawed.


Ms. LEE.  But that's not -- my analysis is not just that it’s flawed.  My analysis is we need to ensure -- what civil society I guess needs to ensure here in the United States that we provide support to Congress people like you to ensure that money is put forth so that we can make sure that there is the infrastructure in place for the next election because if it is just going to be flawed the next time, if we’re not going to have the polling stations put in place, if we’re not going to ensure that civil society has the education and the resources that they need to make sure people can get out to the voting place, it is going to be flawed once again.


Mr. CONYERS.  Ron Daniels, and then Stanley Lucas, and then Dr. Baptiste.


Mr. DANIELS.  I response to Kathleen’s -- Ms. Sengstock's question, clearly my position is that we need to do a redo.  And the article that I sent you prior to the piece, I -- it’s on the flawed Haitian elections, at the end of that article I lay out essentially what -- very similar to what you say, Nicole, in terms of the steps because you really do need to make sure that the infrastructure is there to redo the election.  But I think the -- but I think the principal point that we ought to be consensing [spelled phonetically] around, and it is a point of principle, not pragmatism, a principal, that democracy -- and Nicole certainly raised this earlier, I mean, either we’re going to be for democracy or we’re not -- if we’re for democracy, we can’t call this -- I mean, people are in the streets in Egypt and Tunisia behind some of these fake democracies right now.  I mean, this stuff is beginning to crumble.  I mean, so this is an opportunity out of this catastrophe to have a --


Mr. CONYERS.  So what do we do?


Mr. DANIELS.  Well, what we do is -- the only thing we can do is we can come here, speak to people who are in power who can then translate that to the State Department, to the President of the United States, in terms of what our views are.  We’re writing about it.  We’re putting out whatever we can say about it.  We need a new election.  It needs to be well financed.  And it needs to have the right infrastructure in place to have the appropriate outcome.  


Mr. CONYERS.  After Stanley.


Mr. LUCAS.  Congressman, I think you and your boss, Congresswoman Maxine Waters, you did the right thing, that letter that you sent to -- you know, calling for, I don’t know, some other people to fix the process.  That was the [unintelligible], the right thing to do, but after you did that later, I don’t know what the follow-up was, ensuring that -- because both you, I think, 40 or 56 Congressmen signed that later.  We got a copy of it.  Senator Lugar also wrote a report.  We questioned that President Préval change the CEP.  If we had that change at that time, things would be different, but in the future things that you can do, I think, you can call an organization like IFES [spelled phonetically] to help you put condition into the money that you are allocating for election in Haiti, for example, the political parties -- democratic political parties must be part of it.  There is a need for X number of polling station per municipalities.  IFES can provide those technicalities, and you can attach that as condition for money from election money to be disbursed.  Like that, you can ensure that the process is fair, the CEP's independent and nonpartisan, and we -- [unintelligible] has a way to fix that conditions is always a good thing.  Right now moving forward, Congressman mentioned President Clinton.  President Clinton is trying to stay away from the election because he does not want to undermine the reconstruction efforts because in Haiti within the Haiti press, when he went to Pennsylvania in the [unintelligible] and questions among Haitian were, "Is he going to come to pick winners in Haiti as well?"  So since then he stay away from Haiti’s electoral process, making sure that he does not undermine the reconstruction process.  
But for sure I think the State Department for [unintelligible] this is the perception as the [unintelligible] of the OAS, and OAS has no credibility in Haiti today, zero, whether it’s left, right, middle, no credibility.


Ms. MARTIN.  The issues for members of Congress and the reason I think we’ve had so many staffers stay for such a long period of time on one of the busiest days we’ve had in a long time is because the members are grappling with action items.  You -- to say that to redo the election would be optimal, but that’s fraught with challenges, and I -- and the Chairman has always been for the will of the people and Haiti to be expressed.  So he has credentials like no one else in that regard, which is why when he does say something it will have a huge import.  And one of the things we really wanted to figure out here is how do we engage the members and coalesce the friends of Haiti and this body in a fashion so [unintelligible] immediate to take action, because what’s happening in Haiti is a toxic mix.  It’s not just one issue.  We’re just not talking about the elections, we’re just not talking about earthquakes, we’re just not talking about the return of Baby Doc. 

From where I sit, and you all sit closer than I do, but it appears as though the country’s in as great a danger for total chaos that I’ve seen it in the 13 years I’ve been working on it.  Now, you all have a lot longer history than I, but it is really critical, and I’m just asking for -- and you all do write about it, but that’s not -- that doesn’t -- you know, you can have a good idea, yes, it should be -- the election should be redone, but then we have the issue of "Well, what happens to the government in the meantime?" and then the issue of a interim government has fought [spelled phonetically] with a lot of problems we -- that we -- we’ve seen that before, and that was not a good idea.  So we -- I just -- we really are asking the folks who live, breathe, sleep Haiti, know the people on the ground, understand the history, have the Haitian people’s interests at heart, to give us more tangible answers to the question -- the question that Kathleen asked and the general question of this briefing which is.  How does this body and the other body engage to intervene and change the direction of what’s happening in Haiti?  


Mr. BAPTISTE.  As you know, I saw you, what, two or three weeks ago, when we discussed the same subject as far as what should take place after the election, and you know my answer about that, and totally disagreed, thinking that there was a [unintelligible] constitution.  But I’m the one also as [unintelligible] always a champion of democracy in Haiti, saying there is no way that this election will present democracy in Haiti.  You know, we all understand that.  But also, and [spelled phonetically] also for the people that is suffering on the street, still under the tent, and we’re talking about doing another election that will spend some other money, which these people can have used this money for a better end.  

So the American government already take a stand, saying that they’re going to have a second round.  And I’m only saying that on the second round, the solution that I’ve seen, let’s go ahead and proceed to the second round or wherever, February 7 going to come take place, we can actually have President Préval to have abduct from the presidency, but the rest of the government will remain to proceed to have the election done on a timely manner.  


MALE SPEAKER.  [unintelligible]


Mr. BAPTISTE.  That’s correct, so this is all according to our constitution.  I’m not say anything with nothing else.  According to our constitution, you have to step and have his -- [unintelligible] a new CEP put in place, or better CEP that can do better second round, that will resolve the problem.  In other word, what I’m saying, if you don’t see anything happening after February 7, yes, the people will be out on the street.  That’s the danger so, therefore, the way we see it, they definitely have to step down, there’s no question about it, have the head of the Supreme Court [unintelligible] place, however, the prime minister will remain until the new president take place.  So the system still going be in place, we’re not going to spend any extra money for the second round except that the CEP has to be better organize to have a better [unintelligible] second round take place.


Ms. MARTIN.  Ron and Nicole, what do you think about what Dr. Baptiste just said? [unintelligible]


Mr. DANIELS.  Well, I -- I mean, yeah, we can do that.  I mean, I don’t -- that is an approach, but I agree with Ms. Brown and I think others that -- I think you fight for your best position.  I mean, that’s my position.  I think you -- because I think that it is possible, Joe, to have President Préval step down to keep the -- if you want to keep the prime minister in place.  I mean, I think you can -- first of all, I think the parties have to sit and discuss that.  I mean, I don’t think this is as narrow as -- this is what -- the constitution says this, but I think you have to bring people together in this period to say, “How are we going to manage this?” because the temperature also needs to be lowered in this period.  

Now, even Mrs. Manigot, the leading candidate supposedly, has said the OAS calculations are fraught with -- I mean, they’re 12 of the -- I mean, right after the election several of the candidates came out -- course, obviously Mr. Martelly and Miss Manigot went on and so forth, but, you know, I forget the number, 12 out of the 19 or whatever, were prepared to boycott the whole process, saying it was fraught.  So I must say that I took that as an admirable position for Mrs. Manigot to say, even though she is the person who is out front, ostensibly, that the process is fraught.  So I just think that, that is the principal position to take.  Otherwise we are then left with validating a flawed process.  I mean, we do that all the time.  I mean, this happens all the time, so, I mean, this is not unusual for the United States to do, and then we have to then pragmatically say, “Okay, how do we work with whomever is elected to move the reconstruction process forward?”  So, I mean, that’s not a -- that’s not a horrible -- that’s not a -- it’s a bad alternative, and I’d be willing to accept it because that’s -- we have no choice, but I’m saying, what -- the reason why I don’t like that is I just think out of this horrific catastrophe, and all the things that have happened to the Haitian people, to have all the people on the ground to be disenfranchised in the way that they were disenfranchised and then to just say, “OK, here’s a second round,” and, you know, it sound -- it smacks of "OK, this is really not serious --"


Mr. BAPTISTE.  But the point is, if you have a CEP [unintelligible] that actually --


Mr. DANIELS.  But, Joe, it doesn’t matter, I mean, if you heard Miss Brown’s point, the crime has already been committed.


Mr. BAPTISTE.  Yes, I agree.


Mr. DANIELS.  You understand what I’m saying?  It’s like if you look at the Katrina example, we have ethnic cleansing that just took place in New Orleans because many of the people who are outside New Orleans, the Justice Department would not under -- whatever title of the Voting Rights Act, would not allow for voting to take place outside of New Orleans.  If it had been so, people who were in Atlanta, Houston, all these other places, they had to physically get on a bus, and go back, and try to vote in the election with Katrina, after that disaster.  So now the disaster is -- and again, my premise is in a society where you have an elite, a political class, an elite that's -- controls much, the political class that kind of, you know, does what it does with the government to keep itself alive, unfortunately, then you have the masses of the people.  And many of them are displaced -- internally displaced people.  To me the criteria is what happens to them, where are their voices?  That, to me, is the most fundamental criteria.  They were disenfranchised by this process, and yet they’re the ones who are expected to participate in the process of rebuilding their country?  


Ms. LEE.  I mean, a part of -- I really do hear what you’re saying, and I’m not trying to give evasive answers.  I guess the bottom line is -- and one of the things that makes this -- why is this different this time, is that I really don’t think civil society folks, grassroots people are going to be able to absorb this blow.  I really don’t.  I have been surprised.  I thought people [unintelligible], “Yeah, the election’s messed up again.”  No, that’s not what’s happening.  People are at the boiling point because, again, like we’ve been talking about, they’re living under garbage bags, there is no water systems, there’s only water bottles, sometimes, being delivered, and they are -- and their dignity is being just hit, and hit, and hit.  You know, I sit around with progressive friends sometimes --


FEMALE SPEAKER.  They’re being demoralized, is that what --


Ms. LEE.  -- they’re demoralized.


MALE SPEAKER.  Demoralized.


Ms. LEE.  I sit around with progressive friends sometimes, the ones that are, like, real, real left, and they’re always, like, “We need to go out, and we need to protest, and we need to be mad at Obama because he hasn’t done this and he hasn’t done that,” and I always laugh when they get to, “And how are we going to get African-Americans involved?”  African-Americans are used to being jobless.  We’re used to, you know, all these different things happening, but Obama is a place of pride for us.  You’re not going to take that away.  You’re not -- it’s just not -- that’s something that we really -- we really value.  For the Haitian people, their Obama is actually being able to vote, actually being able to be a part of a process.  It doesn’t matter if they can’t read, and it doesn’t matter if they’re living under a garbage bag, and it doesn’t matter if they’re selling mangoes.  That’s what matters to them.  To take that away in the middle of this disaster has created a hole that you’re not going to be able to fill by figuring out what the D.C., you know, deal is going to be on this.  And so that’s why even though it’s messy, and even though it’s -- it doesn’t work for the elite, and even though it’s not what Préval's party wanted, they -- we can’t get around this.  We can’t get around the election.  That’s why, you know, everybody’s been talking about the election, and we’ve kind of talked about reconstruction but we’ve really gone back to the election, because you’re not going to get nine million Haitians to eat this.  They’re just not.  They’re not.


Mr. CONYERS.  All right, four more questions and then the surprise.


[laughter]

Lucas.


Mr. LUCAS.  Congressman, one thing I think would be very important for us as Haitian is how to change the current aid framework.  It’s confusing for us Haitians.  We don’t know any more -- there is no border between humanitarian, investment, business.  It’s like all together.  
Secondly, the aid provided to the country is not going through a Haitian institution, when I said "Haitian institution," the government, civil society, or private sector.  We are not getting the money.  The money is going to contractors and NGOs.  We are not getting the money.


Mr. CONYERS.  You sound very suspicious, sir.  


[laughter] 


Mr. LUCAS.  Third, I think on the governance issues, if Congress could tie to the Haiti package some anticorruption measure, that would be really good to help the country.  If you steal the money of the state or aid money, the United States will revoke your visa, for example.  If you can put together measures like that, anticorruption measure that could help.  

And lastly, as I mention in the beginning, the biggest challenge for us Haitian is leadership and governance.  If Congress could help us [unintelligible] State University of Haiti, the institution called [unintelligible] is the political science international relations school, create, like, with the support of couple U.S. institution, a school where they can train people involve with the political parties of the future candidate for mayor or president, so during two years they can learn how to manage a political party, how to manage a campaign, and when you are in power as president, prime minister, minister, mayor, deputy, senator, this is your job, this is how to implement your constitutional responsibilities, that would go a long way to change the current political culture. 


Mr. CONYERS.  Could you put that into a memo for me and keep it under 100 pages?  I would be very grateful.


Mr. LUCAS.  Two pages.


Mr. CONYERS.  Two pages.  Attorney Tamara Brown, the third last question or comment.


Ms. BROWN.  I understand the need that most people have to embrace the November 28 election, and move on, and have a government in place, but we run the risk of an instable government by not asking for a new fair and inclusive election.  And so our stance has always been and will be that there be a new fair and inclusive election at this point. 


Mr. CONYERS. All right, who wants the second to last question or comment?


Mr. BAPTISTE.  I would like a comment.  I understand the fact that I want to -- I wanted to look at -- I really want to have a new election, however, I have to [unintelligible] reality on the ground, that the people want to have things moving forward and the money spent wisely.  I think that if you have a second round that is well execute, where people were able to vote and express opinion between two candidates, I think that will be good enough for the next president of Haiti.  And the key is the organization system to make sure they’re able to vote, and that’s what everybody agreed that they weren’t able to do it the first round.  It is very -- it is not really good for the other candidates that actually spent their time and money to run for the first round.  It's not fair to them, but unfortunately this reality of the [unintelligible] the CEP said that they’re going to have a second round with these two candidate, we all have to go with it because it's the law of the land.


Mr. CONYERS.  As Jimmy Carter said, “Life is unfair.”


Mr. BAPTISTE.  Life is unfair, yeah.


Mr. CONYERS.  Ron, the -- one question left, and then Burt Wides gets the last question or comment.


Mr. DANIELS.  I just want this potential crack. Cheryl Mills, who is Chief of Staff for the Secretary of State, who has been given the Haiti portfolio, said prior to the OAS experts, if I recall correctly, that if the OAS experts came back and said that the election should be redone --


MALE SPEAKER.  [unintelligible]


Mr. DANIELS.  -- they would be open to doing that.  Now, they didn’t come back and say that, so -- but the point -- the fact that they were willing to even think about that seems to me that, that is a point that if there is sufficient pressure, discussion, whatever, that even in spite of that the United States Government might say because of who we are we might take a different position.


Mr. CONYERS.  Attorney Burt Wides.


Mr. WIDES.  I think what we’ve seen today is what Congressman Gus Savage of Chicago once said, which is, "Everything is everything."  That means everything’s connected, but in Haiti that’s to the exponential power.  I still agree with Attorney Brown, as may be obvious, that the shortest distance between two points is not always a straight line, and now while it seems the best way to get on with reconstruction and redevelopment which is so desperately needed is to get a government in place, have a new election, it’s too bad for the ones that were improperly excluded, it’s too bad for the people who didn’t vote, but we’ve got to get going, and I understand that point.  I firmly believe that the shortest distance is not that and that if they go ahead without a new government -- without a new election, you will have a government that is not supported by the overwhelming majority of the people.  It won’t be like America where some people have still not accepted the President.  The overwhelming majority will not accept it.  

I think people who aren’t familiar with Haiti should understand there’s a big distinction between the civil society, a term you've heard tossed around, and the Haitian people.  The civil society was a construct of the wealthy, elite, businessmen, of several people on the panel, as part of the covert action to overthrow Aristide's presidency with the help of the U.S.  It doesn’t remotely represent the great bulk of the Haitian people and everyone up here knows that.  

And with regard to one thing, I have to take on a personal privilege with regard to the attorneys, and comments that were made, there is no evidence, no evidence, and the State Department told me this when I was representing the government, the head of the taskforce, that President Aristide or President Préval has been responsible for murders or torture.  The last time, Mr. Lucas, that I know there was a government responsible for that was under President Tortu [spelled phonetically], whom the U.S. handpicked, and was only president because some people working with the IRI in Haiti met in the Dominican Republic with the military taskforce, the CIA, and the Pentagon had assembled and marched in to make possible the kidnapping of Aristide, and you know who I’m talking about.


Mr. CONYERS.  Before you respond, which we do want a response, I wanted to thank everyone.  And the surprise and the continued discussion is in 2426, Rayburn, and if you follow me you will get there much quicker than if you try to do it on your own.  


[laughter]

Thank you very much.  


MALE SPEAKER.  Thank you, Congressman.


Mr. CONYERS.  [unintelligible] Oh, no, wait a minute.  I’m sorry, sir.  I want you to come up, 2426, and I'll recognize you.


MALE SPEAKER.  [unintelligible]


Mr. CONYERS.  All right, no, that is all right.


Mr. LUCAS.  For those interested in reading the pre-electoral and post-electoral reports that I posted, you can go to www.solutionshaiti.blogspot.com.


Mr. CONYERS.  Thank you so much.  All right, everybody, let’s go out the door, turn right, go to the elevators, punch "four," and go to 2426.  Thank you, again.  Thank you so much, Matt.


[Whereupon, at 4.17 p.m. the committee was adjourned]
